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ADMISSION  OF  UTAH  AS  A  STATE. 


ABQUXBHT  OF  MB.  WIL80H. 

Committee  on  Territories, 

Saturday,  January  19,  1589. 

Mr.  Wilson  said : 

Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  committee  :  In  making  the  con- 
cluding argument  in  favor  of  the  admission  of  Utah  as  a  State  under 
the  constitution  which  has  been  presented  to  you,  1  assume  that  you 
will  expect  of  me  that  I  shall  confine  myself  to  the  material  consider- 
ations that  have  been  urged  in  opposition ;  and  this  I  shall  endeavor  to 
do.  And  as  I  am  doing  so  I  desire  you  to  remember  that  the  world 
moves. 

There  are,  however,  some  things  in  connection  with  this  opposition 
to  which  I  desire  briefly  to  allude  before  I  proceed  to  the  discussion  of 
such  as  I  deem  of  greater  and  real  consequence. 

We  have  here  opposing  this  admission,  first,  the  Territory  of  Idaho,  ap- 
pearing not  only  in  the  form  of  a  memorial  or  remonstrance  from  her  legis- 
lative assembly,  but  also,  as  represented  through  the  argument  of  her 
Delegate  in  Congress,  and  who  has  read  in  support  of  his  views  a  report 
of  a  committee  of  that  legislature  in  a  contested  election  case  to  which  I 
will  hereafter  allude.  We  have  also,  second,  the  governor  of  the  Ter- 
ritory  of  Utah  in  bis  official  capacity,  through  the  medium  of  a  report, 
that  he  has  made  as  governor,  and  which  is  legitimately  before  you  for 
your  consideration. 

We  have,  again,  third,  the  governor  himself,  not  as  governor,  but  as  a 
private  citizen,  as  he  himself  describes  himself,  as  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  as  an  individual  invited  by  the  Gentiles  of  Utah  to  appear 
before  you  and  represent  theur  side  of  this  controversy.  I  may  be  per- 
mitted, I  trust,  to  remark  without  offibnse  (for  none  is  intended)  that 
Governor  West  appears  in  this  dual  capacity.  He  is,  so  to  speak,  Doc- 
tor Jekyll  when  he  is  in  Utah  discharging  his  executive  duties  as  a  gov- 
ernor, but  when  he  lays  aside  his  ofiicial  robes,  and  the  duties  of  the 
executive  of  that  Territory  are  left  in  the  hands  of  the  secretary,  who 
is  now  governor,  and  comes  here,  I  will  not  say  (because  that  might  be 
offensive)  that  he  is  Mr.  Hyde,  but  I  will  say  that  he  is  here  not  as  gov- 
ernor but  as  a  citizen  alone,  and  his  utterances  here  as  a  citizen  have 
precisely  the  same  weight  that  those  of  any  other  citizen  would  have 
who  has  only  had  his  opportunities  to  inform  bims^  in  respect  of  the 
situation  in  Utah. 

And  I  wish  further  to  remark  that  I  am  exceedingly  glad  that  he  is 
here,  and  that  he  has  made  his  statement  before  you,  because  that  state- 
ment is  a  calcium  light  turned  upon  his  report.  And  from  the  state- 
ment that  he  has  made  here,  you  will  be  enabled  to  determine  the  weight 
that  is  to  bo  attached  to  his  official  report,  for  presumably  that  official 
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report  was  made  upon  the  sttength  of  the  information  wLich  he  has  de- 
tailed m  your  presence,  and  the  opinions  he  has  expressed.  And  as  to 
that  official  report,  I  shall  have  something  to  say  as  I  pass  along. 

I  pause  right  here,  gentlemen  of  the  committee,  to  say  that  when  the 
governor  assures  you  that  he  believes  that  if  the  Mormon  Church  would 
command  the  fathers  and  mothers  of  Utah  to  sacrifice  their  first-born 
they  would  obey  that  command,  I  think  it  throws  a  great  deal  of  light 
upon  the  question  as  to  how  much  credit  is  to  be  given  to  the  views, 
opinions,  and  statements  of  fiwjt  that  are  made  by  the  gentleman  who 
makes  that  assertion  in  your  presence. 

Then  we  have,  fourth,  the  individuals  who  have  been  sent  here  by 
l^e  remonstrants,  whose  presentation  of  the  case  in  opposition  will  have 
ftat  consideration  which  the  facts  they  present  will  warrant ;  and  you, 
firom  what  they  have  stated,  will  determine  what  weight  is  to  be  attached 
to  the  opposition  that  they  make.  As  to  some  of  these  1  shall  have 
something  to  say  presently. 

Then,  again,  you  have  in  opposition,  and  I  frankly  admit  it,  fifth, 
what  may  be  called  the  '*  public  sentunent"  of  the  eountry,  which  is  en- 
titled  always  to  great  respect,  because  the  aggregate  sentiment  or  opin- 
ion, which  we  commonly  call  "public  opinion,»is  generally  entitled  to 
much  higher  consideration  than  any  inaividnal  opinion.  A  single  man 
may  be  utterly  wrong,  although  his  character  and  intelligence  may  be 
of  the  highest  order  and  his  judgment  entitled  to  great  consideration, 
and  if  the  aggregate  of  public  opinion  is  against  him  it  is  a  strong  indi- 
cation that  he  is  in  the  wrong. 

But  while  this  is  so  as  to  the  weight  that  is  to  be  attached  to  public 
opinion,  it  is  always  well  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  that  public  opin- 
ion is  founded  upon  an  accurate  knowledge  of  the  fiicts  upon  which 
that  public  opinion  rests.  I  shall  attempt  to  show  you  that  that  opin- 
ion is  not  justified  by  the  present  condition  in  Utah. 

As  to  one  of  these  opponents,  the  Territory  of  Idaho,  I  have  a  word, 
in  passing,  to  say.  '  ' 

The  distinguished  gentleman  who  represents  Idaho  in  the  House  of 
Bepreseutatives  as  her  Delegate  has  presented  to  you  a  memorial  com- 
ing from  the  legislature  of  that  Territory,  in  the 'nature  of  a  protest 
against  the  admission  of  her  sister  Territory,  Utah,  and  has  likewise 
presented  to  you  a  report  made  by  a  committee  of  the  legislature  of 
that  Territory  in  a  contested  election  case.  And  he  presents  this  me- 
morial and  this  report  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  Utah  is  unfit  to 
be  a  State  m  this  Union. 

It  is,  under  the  circumstances,  therefore,  not  improper  that  1  should 
mvite  your  attention  to  the  precise  facts  involved  in  the  case  with  ref- 
erence to  which  this  report  was  made,  and  thereby  I  hope  to  show  you 
that  Idaho  is  in  no  position,  when  the  light  is  turned  upon  her,  to  assert 
that  Utah  is  untit  to  occupy  the  position  which  she  is  seeking  under 
this  constitution.  I  want  to  show  what  the  report  is  WOTth,  and  thereby 
to  show  what  the  memorial  is  worth. 

Idaho  asserts  that  the  whole  scheme  of  the  Mormon  system  isantag. 
onistic  to  free  government,  and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  is  the  contention, 
ttie  mam  contention,  throughout  this  entire  disput.i,  and  which  I  will 
hOTeaftOT  consider.  The  case  to  which  I  have  referred  is,  in  brief,  this : 

Idaho  had  passed  a  law  which  required  that  a  citizen  before  casting 
a  vote  should  take  an  oath  that  he  did  not  belong  to  any  order,  organi- 
zation, or  association  which  teaches,  advises,  counsels,  or  encourages 
members,  devotees,  or  any  otlier  person  to  commit  the  crime  of  bigamy 
or  polygamy,  or  any  other  crime  defined  by  law,  as  a  duty  arising  or  re- 
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suiting  from  m^bership  in  sueh  organization  or  association,  or  which 
practices  bigamy,  or  polygamy,  or  plnral  or  celestial  marriage  as  a  doc- 
trinal rite  of  such  organization. 
Prior  to  the  election  out  of  which  the  case  to  which  the  Delegate  has 

referred  arose,  and  the  report  in  which  case  he  has  read  in  the  hearing 
of  this  committee,  some  six  or  seven  hundred  Mormons  in  Idaho  dis- 
solved theifr  connection  with  the  Mormon  Church,  and  that  dissolution 
was  accepted  by  the  church;  and  they  thereby  became  as  absolutely 
free  and  absolved  from  that  church  as  any  gentleman  on  this  committee 
here  to-day.  I  will  quote  here  what  the  governor  of  Idaho  says  about 
the  Mormons  in  his  Territory  in  his  offidai  rep(»rt  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  of  October  20, 1888: 

Paris  lias  a  population  of  about  1,500,  all  Mormons,  and  there  is  not  a  saloon  or 
gambling  bouse,  or  any  other  place  where  intoxicating  liquor  is  sold,  and  this  is,  I  am 
told,  the  case  in  all  the  towns  in  Idaho  where  these  people  have  excluBive  contiDl. 

In  traveling  tlurongh  the  Mormon  settlements  one  is  at  once  struck  with  their  im- 
provements and  the  certainty  that  they  are  persevering  and  industrious  ;  their  coun- 
try towns  and  villages  are  thrifty,  and  their  farms  well  cultivated.  Their  buildings 
are  generally  substantial,  and  many  of  them  stylish,  with  all  the  modern  improve- 
ments that  make  a  country  look  progressive  and  prosperous ;  and  I  believe  these  peo- 
ple are,  as  a  rule,  frugal,  industrious,  and  honest. 

I  am  informed  by  men  high  in  authority  in  the  Mormon  Church,  and  in  whose 
word  I  have  the  highest  conMence,  that  they  are  willing  to  live  up  to  the  laws 
(which  they  claim  are  now  being  foirly  and  more  humanely  administered)  and  that 
the  doctrine  of  plural  marriages  la  not  now  practiced  as  formerly,  or  taught  either  pab> 
lioly  or  privately,  and  that  wey  do  sot  teaeh,  advise,  counsel,  or  encourage  the  prac- 
tice of  polygamy  or  bigamy. 

Now,  a  certain  geutlemau  by  the  name  of  Lamereaux  was  a  candi- 
date for  the  legislative  council  in  these  counties,  and  ho  was  returned 
elected.  He  appeared  at  that  council,  and  without  objection  was  sworn 
into  oflSce.  The  laws  of  the  Territory  of  Idaho  require  that  where  an 
election  is  to  be  contested  notice  shall  be  given  of  such  contest  within 
ten  days  after  the  residt  of  the  election  is  announced.  No  snch  notice 
was  given  in  this  case ;  but  after  Mr.  Lamereaux  had  been  not  only  ie> 
tnm^  elected,  but  had  actually  taken  the  oath  of  office,  and  was  enjoy- 
ing his  seat,  as  of  right. he  might;  on  the  same  day  that  he  took  his 
seat  a  committee  on  privileges  and  elections  was  appointed,  and  on  the 
next  day  Mr.  Sparks,  who  had  been  the  opposing  candidate  at  said 
election,  filed  with  this  committee  on  privileges  and  elections  a  paper 
in  which  he  claimed  that  the  seat  occupied  by  Mr.  Lamereaux  should 
be  occupied  by  him,  and  alleged  in  that  paper  that  a  large  number  of 
illegal  votes  had  been  cast  for  Lamereaux  at  the  election.  No  par- 
ticulars whatever  as  to  illegal  voting  were  given  therein^  nor  was  there 
any  notice  of  contest  given  as  required  by  law. 

And  to  make  tMs  recital  brief,  I  say  to  yon,  upon  information  that  I 
regard  as  being  thoroughly  reliable  and  incontestable,  that  that  com- 
mittee not  only  refused  to  hear  any  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  sitting 
menjber,  Lamereaux;  did  not  even  take  any  testimony  about  the  facts  iu 
the  case,  and  with  great  promptness,  Lamereaux,  clamoring  to  be  heard 
by  himself  and  through  his  attorney,  made  a  report  which  has  been 
read  here  in  your  hearing.  They  had  no  proof  as  to  how  any  one  of  these 
people  voted.  They  took  it  for  granted  that,  having  once  been  Mor- 
mons, although  they  had  absolved  themselves  from  all  allegiance  to  or 
connection  wiUi  the  church,  and  although  they  had  taken  this  oath,  and 
without  any  evidence  whatever  that  that  was  not  done  in  absolute  good 
faith,  they  proceeded  to  declare  these  people  illegal  voters,  and  upon 
such  a  state  of  facts  as  I  have  given  you  they  unseated  Lamereaux 
and  seated  his  opponent. 
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I  most  respectfally  submit  that  with  a  record  like  this,  a  memorial 
ftora  that  law-defjing  as  well  as  law-makiug  body  may  be  received  with 
some  scruples,  and  that  it  is  unbecoiniu}?  in  Idaho  to  come  liere  in  the 
nature  of  u  protestant  ajrainst  the  admission  of  Utah.  If  such  perform- 
ances as  these  could  have  been  brought  against  Utah  these  gentlemen 
would  have  "  set  the  wild  echoes  flying." 

Further,  in  passing,  I  want  to  notice  another  thing.  It  has  been 
stoutly  denied  here  that  there  is  or  ^  ould  be  any  ostracism  by  Gentiles 
of  Gentiles  if  they  should  present  themselves  here  iu  attitude  of 
favoring  the  admissions  of  Utah.  That  demal  has  been  set  at  rest  for- 
ever by  admissions  of  the  Delegate  from  Idaho  in  the  remarks  that  he 
made  in  this  presence. 

Iu  the  light  of  what  he  has  said  to  you,  there  will  be  no  difficulty  on 
your  part  in  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  any  uuiu  who  favors  any- 
thing that  the  Mormons  do  in  Utah  is  ostracized,  and  the  brand  of 

Jack-Mormon,^^  a  term  of  odium,  is  at  once  put  upon  him.  And  if 
any  gentleman  doubts  that  a  Gentile  in  Utah  dare  not  express  his  senti- 
ments in  favor  of  admission  as  a  State,  I  commend  him  to  the  edi- 
torials of  the  leading  anti-Mormon  newspaper  in  the  city  of  Salt  Lake 
in  respect  to  some  gentlemen  who  have  the  honor  to  occupy  seats  in 
the  House  of  Representatives — Democratic  members — ^in  the  face  of 
which  the  governor  has  appealed  earnestly  to  members  to  act  as  Demo- 
crats in  respect  to  this  matter,  instead  of  seeking  as  the  governor  of 
that  Territory  to  place  this  matter  upon  the  high  plane  to  which  it  be- 
longs. As  newspaper  literature  seems  to  be  in  order  in  this  discussion, 
permit  me  to  read  one  editorial  from  the  Salt  Lake  Tribune : 

Whatever  may  be  the  outcome  of  the  conspiracy  to  give  this  Territory  Mormon 
statehood,  the  men  who  broaght  around  that  cancos  of  the  Democratic  members  of 
the  House  of  BepxesentatiTes  should  be  remembered  and  marked  on  the  bla<^*list 
for^U  time  to  come.  There  is  more  connected  with  it  than  a  partisan  desire  to  gain 
advantage.  When  a  man  like  Speaker  Carlisle  or  Sunset  Cox  deliberately  proposes 
to  create  a  Mormon  State  iu  this  Republic,  no  matter  nnder  what  pretense,  it  is  an 
advertisement  that  the  man  himself  is  delicient  in  the  moral  attributes  essential  to 
good  citizenship. 

When  they  write  that  kind  of  stuff  of  such  men  as  are  named  here 
what  thiuk  you  they  would  do  if  some  business  man  in  Utah,  although 
he  conscientiously  believed  that  the  true  interests  of  that  Territory  de- 
manded statehood,  said  so?  What  would  they  not  say  of  him?  Does 
he  not  know  just  what  they  would  say  of  him,  and  does  he  not  know 
that  he  would  be  ostracized  ?  Does  he  not  know  that  no  limit  would 
be  placed  upon  the  abuse  and  obloquy  that  would  be  heaped  upon  him  I 
This  editorial  continues  as  follows : 

It  is  a  notice  served  by  him  on  the  world  that  a  gross  and  coarse  heart  is  throbbing 
under  his  lino  linen ;  that  to  him  the  distance  between  a  pure  and  an  impure  woman  is 
not  very  great,  and  that  he  does  not  realize  what  the  American  home  is  to  America. 
Mon  6o  constituted  luay  have  big  brains,  but  when  put  to  a  snpreuie  test  they  will 
always  faiL  The  men  who  engineered  that  canons  knew  that  if  they  conld  carry  ont 
their  scheme  they  wonld  be  fastening  something  upon  our  nation  which  wonld  place 
one-thirtieth  of  the  area  of  this  Republic  under  the  absolute  dominion  of  the  priests 
of  a  bogus  creed,  and  draw  the  protection  of  State  lines  around  an  institution  that 
substitutes  the  Asiatic  harem  for  the  American  home.  Hence  we  say  such  men  by 
the  act  brand  themselves  as  untrue  to  the  mothers  who  bore  them  and  to  the  country 
which  protects  and  honors  them;  and  that,  this  being  so,  it  is  the  duty  of  true  men,  not 
only  to  denounce  them  now,  but  to  follow  them  to  their  homes,  and  whenever  they 
may  in  fatnre  aspire  to  any  office  to  denounce  them  to  their  constitnents  as  nnwortlqr 
to  receive  tb^  honors  which  they  seek.  It  is  a  matter,  above  all  partisanship;  it  is  a 
matter  of  manhood  and  AmeiiGaniam,  a  matter  of  moral  status  and  personal  ohaMo* 
tw. 
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Will  anybody  pretend  that  when  that  kind  of  aboBe  is  heaped  upon 
such  men  as  these  they  would  spare  a  Gentile  of  Utah  who  would  ogen 
his  moutli  in  favor  of  admission  ?  I  have  another  one  which  is  devoted 
exclusively  to  Mr.  S.  S.  Cox,  member  of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives, 
who  needs  no  commendation  from  me,  which  is  as  follows : 

MR.  S.  S.  cox. 

The  Mail  and  Express  says :  ,    .  ,      ^        ^  ^        j.^     x,-  ^ 

Once  more  Mr.  S.  S.  Cox  has  proved  that  he  is  broader  and  better  than  his  party. 
He  can  not  get  his  coUeaguesto  go  with  him  in  giving  justice  to  the  TemtoneB. 
Mr.  Cox  is  not  a  Bonrbon.'' 

The  Salt  Lake  Tribune  says : 

"  Mr.  Cox  was  wise  enough  to  see  that  the  treatment  of  Dakota  by  bis  party  had 
proved  to  be  a  hoomeratifr,  and  had  seriously  injured  it  in  the  late  election.  But 
while  the  mental  nature  of  Mr.  Cox  is  acute,  his  moral  nature  is  filled  with  perver- 
sities. Mr.  Cox  has  confused  ideas  of  the  real  status  that  women  should  occupy  m 
this  world :  he  evidently  has  never  made  a  study  of  the  effects  upon  children  of  the 
state  of  mind  of  the  mothers  before  the  birth  of  the  children.  Hence  he  looks  upon 
polygamy  as  merely  a  xdation  between  the  sexes  which  ends  with  their  lives.  It  ex- 
cites neither  sorrow  nor  apprehension  on  his  part,  and  to  obtain  three  electoral  votes, 
two  Senators,  and  a  Congressman  for  his  party,  he  Avould  gladly  assist  in  erecting 
the  defenses  of  statehood  around  polygamy  in  the  very  heart  of  the  United  States. 

"  Hence  on  this  point  Mr.  Cox  happens  to  be  an  enemy  of  his  country,  and  he  should 
be  pursued  iuto  private  life  and  kept  there  indefinitely.  He  is  not  worthy  to  repre- 
sent even  the  slums  of  New  York  City,  for  there  are  verjr  few  even  in  the  slums  who 
will  not  fight  to  protect  the  honor  of  wife,  mother,  or  sister.  He  km>ws  that  state- 
hood to  Utah  now  would  ftsten  two  evils  upon  the  country,  the  one  as  a  wall  and  the 
oth^  as  the  cement  to  hold  that  wall  in  place,  which  by  and  by  would  become  nn- 
bearable,  and  cause  an  «haustive  civil  war.  He  knows  further  that  even  a  war 
could  not  for  years  undo  the  wrong  to  the  race  which  would  have  been  worked  before 
the  revolt  assumed  an  attitude  of  violence.  Yet  he  is  willing  to  hazard  all  this  for  a 
party  advantage.  Hence  we  say  he  does  not  represent  any  coxistitueneyof  freemen 
in  this  Republic,  and  that  he  should  be  pursued  into  final  retirement.  Hus  oonntrj 
can  get  along  nicely  without  the  services  of  such  men  as  he.*' 

I  read  these,  geutlemeii,  in  reply  to  the  asseverations  that  have  been 
made  here* 

And  I  venture  to  say  in  this  respect,  that  you  can  not  have  listened 
to  utterances  here  in  opposition  without  seeing  that  it  wonld  require 
a  higher  order  of  courage  than  men  usually  possess  for  any  Gentile 
to  stand  up  in  Salt  Lake  City,  or  in  theTerritoryof  Utah  or  anywhere 
-where  bis  property  interests  are,  and  advocate  the  admission  of  Utah  as  a 
State  without  meeting  with  the  combined  opposition  of  a  class  of  Gen- 
tiles that  it  would  be  difficult  for  any  man  to  withstand. 

I  regret  exceedingly  that  this  is  so.  I  regret  it  because  I  believe 
that  if  these  people  would  devote  themselves  to  getting  to  understand 
each  other  and  to  studying  the  true  interests  of  the  Territory,  as  well 
as  of  this  nation,  it  would  not  be  long  nntil  Utah  would  be  a  State,  and 
the  polygamy  question  settled  forever. 

And  now,  Mr.  Chairman  and  gentlemen  of  the  committee,  with  these 
preliminary  observations,  I  beg  your  indulgence  while  I  proceed,  to  the 
presentation  of  this  case  upon  its  broad  merits,  reserving  to  myself  at 
the  proper  place  as  I  go  along  to  answer  some  of  the  special  matters 
that  have  been  presented  to  you  during  the  progress  of  this  inquiry. 

I  know  that  you  are  impressed  with  the  gravity  of  the  matter  involved 
in  this  discussion.  I  approach  it  with  a  consciousnesss  of  inability  to 
deal  with  it  in  a  manner  commensurate  with  its  importance. 

We  have  here  two  governments,  one  exclusive  and  supreme  as  to  the 
affairs  of  the  nation,  the  other  exclusive  and  supreme  as  to  the  aiffiEurs 
locallvpprtaiuingtoaState,anintegralpartof thatnation.  Thenational 
domain  outside  the  limits  of  any  State  is  held  by  the  nation  under  a  sort 
of  implied  trust  to  be  divided  up  iuto  Territories  into  which  the  people 
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may  go  and  pioseeate  the  a£^8  of  life,  and  with  the  further  implica- 
tion  that  when  the  conditions  are  appropriate  the  National  Government 
will  abdicate  its  powers  as  to  local  aftiairs  and  yield  them  up  to  the  peo- 
ple in  the  form  of  a  State. 

To  state  it  in  another  form,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  creates 
these  Territories  and  invites  people  to  inhabit  and  develop  them,  with 
the  understanding  and  the  implied  promise  that  so  soon  as  there  is  a 
population  eqaal  to  the  ratio  necessary  far  a  member  of  Congress  and 
the  nsnal  sorronndings  incident  to  a  fixed  community,  that  Territory 
shall  become  a  State,  and  its  people  shall  have  a  voice  in  national  affairs, 
and  the  control  of  such  as  are  local. 

^  When  the  understood  conditions  are  complied  with,  the  moral  obliga- 
tion  to  grant  a  State  government  is  so  strong  that  it  can  not  in  good 
faith  be  disregarded.  As  applied  to  a  Government,  a  moral  obligation 
has  precisely  the  same  force,  and  means  the  same  as  a  legal  obligation. 
A  moral  obligation  is  the  same  to  a  Government,  that  a  legal  obligation 
is  to  an  individual. 

This  obligation  to  admit  a  Territory  as  a  State  when  it  has  the  re- 
quired population  will  therefore  be  performed,  unless  such  a  state  of 
facts  exist  as  would  justify  the  highest  court  of  conscience— the  con- 
Boienoe  erf  a  sovereign — ^in  disregarding  it. 

FACTS  IN  TEE  OASm, 

Utah  is  applying  for  admission  and  we  have  therefore  to  inquire, 
first,  whether  the  conditions  Congress  has  a  right  to  require  exist;  and 
second,  if  they  do,  whether  there  is  anything  outside  of  these  conditions 
that  will  justify  a  refusal. 

As  to  the  first,  it  is  disposed  of  by  the  statistics  furnished  you  by  Mr. 
Eich  ards  and  Mr.  Cai  ne.  Utah  has  more  than  200,000inhabitant8 1  miieh 
above  the  number  required.   That  is  not  disputed. 

Utah  has  a  public  school  system  of  the  highest  order  of  excdlence 
and  a  university  of  high  repute.  Every  denomination  of  the  Christian 
churches  have  their  seminaries  of  learning,  and  the  result  of  it  is  as  near 
oniveraahty  oi  education— indeed  less  illiteracy  than  is  to  be  found  in 
any  other  Territory  and  a  majority  of  the  States.   This  is  not  disputed. 

As  a  temperate,  orderly,  law-abiding,  industrious,  thrifty  people,  the 
population  of  Utah  have  at  least  no  superiors.   This  is  not  disputed. 

The  ownership  of  the  laud,  that  great  source  of  good  conservative 
citizenshij),  is  more  evenly  and  universally  distributed  among  these  peo- 
ple than  those  of  any  other  Territory  in  the  nation.  This  is  not  dis- 
puted. 

Her  manufactures  include  almost  every  useM  article.  The  products 
of  her  soil  and  the  yield  of  her  nunes  aggregate  a  great  many  millions 
of  dollais  aonnally,  and  she  has  flocks  and  herds  whose  value  alone  is 
not  less  tiian  $30,000,000.  None  of  this  is  disputed. 

Her  charitable  institutions  are  abreast  of  our  advanced  civilization. 

This  is  not  disputed. 

Jfo  people  are  freer  from  the  vices  that  seem  to  be  attendant  upon 
humanity  and  infest  com pacted  populations.   This  will  not  be  disputed. 

Utah  IS  situated  midway  between  the  great  rivers  of  the  West  and 
the  Pacific,  and  is  traversed  by  lines  of  transcontinental  railways- 
highways  of  the  continent,  and  it  is  no  exaggeration  to  say  highwavs 
of  the  world.  Her  geographical  position,  together  with  her  vast  agri- 
cnltnral,  mineral,  and  manufacturing  resources,  and  the  intelligence, 
energy,  and  high  character  of  her  people  make  statehood  of  vast  im- 
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portance,  not  only  to  Utah,  but  to  the  whole  country.  This  will  not  be 
disputed. 

All  of  th^se  undisputed  facts  have  been  brought  to  your  attention 
with  statistical  accoracy,  and  witii  much,  but  not  too  much,  detail  by 
Mr.  Bichards  and  Mr.  Caine,  who  have  preceded  me. 

Mr.  Ferry  and  Mr.  McBride  fully  and  frankly  admit  that  this  condi- 
tion exists;  but  Mr.  Ferry  says  the  Mormons  are  not  entitled  to  all  the 
credit  for  it,  and  I  admit  that  they  are  not.  Such  gentlemen  as  Mr. 
Ferry  have  gone  to  Utah  with  their  business  energies  and  in  various 
ways  have  aided  in  bringing  about  this  extraordinary  development.  We 
do  not  claim,  and  never  have  claimed,  that  the  Mormons  did  it  all.  We 
are  not  talking  about  who  did  it,  but  are  talking  about  the  condition  of 
the  TOTritory  as  to  its  development  in  order  to  see  whether  it  has  the 
requisites  to  entitle  it  to  be  erected  into  a  State ;  and  if  we  find  the 
requisites,  how  they  came  there  or  by  whom  they  were  produced  is  of 
no  consequence  in  this  connection.  He  admits  that  they  are  there,  of 
the  character  and  to  the  degree  that  we  claim,  and  that  is  sufficient  for 
this  branch  of  the  discussion.  Therefore,  this  does  not  rise  to  the  dig- 
nity of  an  objection. 

Again,  he  claims  that  the  imblic  schools  are  controlled  by  the  church. 
I  was  surprised  that  a  gentleman  of  his  obvious  intelligence  should 
state  this.  They  are  under  the  control  of  the  church  in  such  sense  as 
the  sehools  are  under  the  control  of  the  chnrch  anywhere  else  where  the 
adherents  of  a  particular  chnrch  form  the  preponderance  of  the  pe-ople. 

That  these  schools  are  under  the  control  of  the  chnrch  in  any  other 
sense  or  way  I  utterly  deny,  and  I  deny  that  any  religions  creed  is 
taught  in  them  ;  he  does  not  even  assert  that  it  is. 

Tbey  are  essentially  and  emphatically  public  schools,  open  to  the 
children  of  all.  Does  Mr.  Ferry  deny  that  they  are  thus  open  ?  !No; 
he  admits  that  they  are.  He  complains  that  he  pays  taxes  but  don't 
get  the  benefit  of  the  schools.  He  pays  taxes  just  as  other  people  pay 
taxes,  and  if  he  don't  get  the  benefit  of  the  schools  it  is  only  because  he 
don't  see  fit  to  avail  himself  of  them.  And  this  same  thing  is  happen- 
ing,  as  we  all  know,  in  localities  where  it  can  not  be  attributed  to  M<m^ 
monism. 

Again,  he  says  that  they  hold  religious  services  in  their  school-houses. 
That  reminded  me  of  my  boyhood  days,  in  a  locality  not  as  far  off  as 
Utah,  where  every  Sunday  the  school-house  did  duty  as  a  church,  and 
it  never  entered  the  mind  of  any  one  that  there  was  any  impropriety 
in  using  it  for  religious  services.  Nor  did  auy  one  ever  suspect  that  if 
a  particular  denomination  preponderated  that  fact  made  the  schools 
tiMbt  were  taught  there  any  the  less  public  schools,  or  evidenced  that  it 
was  controlled  by  the  ehnrch  that  happened  to  be  the  leading  chnrch 
there. 

Again,  he  mentioned  as  an  evidence  of  want  of  loyalty  to  or  sym- 
pathy with  this  Government  the  fact  that  on  the  Fourth  of  July  some- 
body put  the  American  flag  at  half-mast.  I  know  nothing  of  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  he  did  not  give  them  to  you ;  Mr.  Caine  has  stated 
them.  But  I  was  reminded  of  two  or  three  incidents  that  I  may  men- 
tion for  the  lesson  they  teach. 

Before  the  late  unpleasantness  a  certain  man  was  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior. Twenty  or  more  years  after  that  was  all  over  he  died.  Ev^ry 
State  had  been  brought  to  its  normal  relations  to  the  Gk>vernment ;  uni- 
versal amnesty  had  been  declared ;  the  flag  was  placed  at  half-mast  ac- 
cording to  the  usual  custom,  when  that  former  Secretary  died ,  excit- 
able people  complained  about  it,  and  saw  mischief  in  it. 
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Not  many  days  ago  somebody  foolishly,  iu  a  Southern  city,  nailed  the 
American  flag  wrong  side  np  to  a  tree  or  a  barber  pole,  and  there  were 
people  that  went  into  a  state  of  fermentation ;  but  nobody  thinks  that 
these  incidents  indicate  any  settled  hostility  to  this  Government  or  any 
unfitness  to  enjoy  political  right.  The  Secretary  under  whose  admm- 
istration  the  flag  went  to  half-mast  on  the  Department  is  deemed,  and 
justly  deemed,  worthy  to  wear  a  robe  on  the  bench  of  the  greatest  ooort 
in  the  world  and  honors  it  with  his  learning  to-day. 

Mr.  Ferry  mentioned  one  case  in  which  the  non-Mormons  were,  as  he 
nndeistood,  denied  the  use  of  a  school-house  for  religious  services. 

Therefore  I  quote  m&  fiwan  the  Ia  Fayette  (Ind.)  Journal,  not  written 
by  a  Mormon : 

The  new  Tabernacle  is  a  very  large  and  peonUar  btiadinR.  It  contains  am  oig«» 
second  only  to  the  BoBton  organin  edze  and  power,  bmlt  exclusiT^ely  by  Mormon  arti- 
Sn^  Sv.Dr^Wiy.ofiho  Methodist  Episcopal  Church  (one  of  our  party),  was 
tendered  theTaliemaole by  Yonng,  which  he  accepted  and  on  Sunday  p.  m.  preached 
a  most  eloquent  and  powerful  sermon  to  the  largest  m-door  audienc^e  m  his  life,  theie 
SeTnTnearlv  if  not  quite,  6,000  persons  present.  The  libera  ity  of  fl^?  Mp^^of.^ 
tendering  tiieir  houses  of  worship  to  Gentiles  is  worthy  of  praise  and  imitation  on  the 
part  of  some  of  our  Christian  churches  and  divines. 

Jadge  McBride,  in  his  presentation  of  this  case,  spent  much  of  his 
time  in  reciting  to  yon  incidents  of  local  disturbances,  controversies  over 
claims  to  lands,  resulting  in  lawsuits  and  acts  of  individual  violence, 
just  such  as  are  found  in  every  community,  no  matter  how  orderly .  a© 
recites  hero  cbai  f^es  that  were  made  a^inst  the  Mormons  ot  halt  a 
century  ago  in  Ohio,  Illinois,  and  Missouri,  forgetting  that  we  are  deal- 
ing with  the  Mormons  of  to-day.  .     ,    ,  ^  , 

The  iudge  evidently  is  of  the  most  intensely  orthodox  school,  lor  ne 
would,  if  he  could,  visit  the  iniquities  of  the  fathers  upon  the  children 
nnto  the  latest  generation.  t.    i    ^  . 

Upon  the  same  principle  he  would  condemn  the  New  Englanders  of 
to-day  because  theur  ancestors  burned  witches  and  persecuted  Quakes, 
and  because  thev  banished  Eoger  Williams  for  the  reason  that  he  be- 
lieved that  punishment  for  Sabbath-breaking  belonged  to  tiie  first  table 
of  the  law  and  not  to  the  magistrate,  and  that  he  bdieved^that  the 
lands  of  Indians  should  not  be  taken  without  purchase,  and  that  he  be- 
lieved that  the  power  of  the  civil  magistrate  extends  only  to  the  bodies, 
goods  and  outward  state  of  men,  and  not  to  their  souls  and  consciences. 
And  he  gravely  tells  you  that  thirty  years  or  more  ago  the  Mormons 
of  that  day  were  in  open  rebellion  against  the  United  States,  and  that 
that  is  an  evidence  that  these  people  of  to-day  have  no  sympathy  with 
the  Government.  He  uses  that  in  this  presence,  forgettin  g  the  dreadful 
history  of  twenty-five  years  ago,  forgetting  that  the  policy  of  this  Gov- 
vernment  has  been  just  the  reverse  of  the  one  he  desires  you  to  adopt, 
a  policy  of  oblivion,  a  policy  of  trust,  a  policy  that  has  reumted  m 
sentiment  and  sympathy  a  great  people,  and  must  ever  be  regarded  a 
victory  of  peace  incomparably  grander  than  any  achieved  in  war. 

Sucii  objections  as  these  assert  their  own  unworthiness,  bat  they  are 
useful  and  useful  only  in  that  they  show  to  what  trivial  and  transpar- 
ently  inconsequential  things  our  opponents  are  driven  to  resort  as  an 
aid  to  what  I  understand  to  be  their  chief  objections. 

A  moment  a  go  I  referred  to  these  admitted  facts  with  some  particular- 
ity Ibr  the  i)urpose  of  bringing  this  contest  down  to  where  we  c&n  get 
at  the  actual  ground  of  opposition  to  the  admission  of  Utah  as  a  State. 
And  1  hero  repeat  that  no  objection  is  possible  on  the  ground  of  want 
of  population,  wealth,  culture,  schools,  churches,  charities,  morals,  m- 
dui^^  enterprises,  order,  and  the  Uke,  The  most  vehement  of  all  the 
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^.,f«  «f  aiimioBinn  will  and  do  concede  that  as  to  such  qualihca- 
rnHfLfset^^st^tiS^^^ 

^^^S;Ke^hi»c^^^  ^  overcome 

*'LZ\f  endSvo?'^^^^^^^^^^^  ^  deal^th  «iem  as 

vol  entitlS  to  have  them  considered,  with  candor  and  frankn^. 
fta^wrfeX  well  that  the  real  underlying  object^ions  that  are  made 
h^e  ruffiodgment  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  this  country  that  it 
^riTdifficKre^^^  I  recognize  that  this  power  known 

S  nhbl^  oSn  that  su^^  Congress  (and  l;would  not  be  going 
mucnevo^^^^^^  is  entitled  to  great 

^especrand  it  is,  therefore  our  duty  to  answer  here  to  you,  and  to  tlie 
JSc,  these  objections.   We  can  only  hope  to  prevad  by  meeting  them 
squarely  and  answering  them  fully. 
The  first  objection  I  notice  is  the 

EXISTENCE  OF  POLYGAMY. 

In  respect  of  this  I  have  to  say,  first,  that  there  is  no  law  in  Utah 

that  sanctions  polygamy  and  never  has  been.  «,fo-rin«  to  in- 

Now  of  course,  in  making  this  statement  I  am  not  refOTnng  to  in- 
genious coSuctlons  or  discussions  tliat  have  been  indidg^iin^^ 
learned  men  like  my  brother  Baskin,  but  I  say  this :  There  has  never 
been  a  statute  law  that  sanctioned  polygamy  m  Utah, 
^hatit  has  existed  there  and  does  exist  there  ^ Inv^hat  ^  has 
I  will  nresently  consider),  I  do  not  deny.  Nor  do  I  deny  that  it  has 
Jelognul^n  fn  the  tenets  of  the  Mormon  Church  as  a  church  orga^^^^^^ 
tionl  but  in  dealing  with  this  objection  I  subimt  that  you  are  to  look  at 
Sie^ituatioo  now,  Ld  not  what  it  wa«  fifty,  tlur^,  or  teuyears  ago 

During  the  last  session  of  Congress  my  friend  ^r^ich^,  m  an^^^ 
gnmenthe  made  before  the  Senate  Committee  on 
hope  you  wUl  all  read),  stated  that  not  more  than  1  per  cent,  of  the 
nXnt  p^ulation  of  Utah  ever  were  in  polygamy ;  that  not  over  2  per 
cent  of  the  present  Mormon  population  ever  were  in  polygamy. 
*^?n  an  Tg^^t  I  made  at  the  same  hearing  (w^^icli  l  can  lordly  hope 
to  have  von  read,  although  it  is  here  at  your  service)  I  stated  after  the 
bestTnvestyatioi  I  could  make,  that  not  2  per  cent,  of  the  Mormon 

population  were  polygamous.  'That  ^^^^^ Z^S!^l^^Z.lis 
and  has  not  yet  been  denied.  It  has  not  been  denied  m 
1  member  very  well  that  the  fact  in  that  Pa^ic^lar  wa«  a  very  ^t 
surprise  to  me  after  all  that  I  had  heard.  Now  I  re-afflrm  that  state- 
ment.  And  although  I  have  heard  some  general  assertions  'i^^dehere,  1 
S^y  thelwjcurafiy  of  that  statement  has  never  been  seriously  challenged 
exbeDt  in  a  general  way,  out  in  the  ak.  Mr.  Bichards  has  given  :^ou  the 
Ss  in  wITi^Iut  before  the  Senate,  and  I  am  going  to  give  you 
something  now  in  support  of  it,  and  I  invite  you  to  the  consideration 
of  what  was  said  on  that  occasion. 

I  assert  now  that  the  persons  in  polygamy  are  not  moro  ^^a^  one- 
fourth  of  1  per  cent,  of  the  whole  population,  and  less  than  one-^iM 
of  1  per  cent,  of  the  Mormon  ])opulation,  and  probably  only  If  per 
cent.,  certainly  not  over  2  per  cent.,  of  the  adult  male  population 
S  the  M^raion  faith.  And  if  this  is  true,  and  if  you  treat  Polj-gamy 
as  the  highest  crime  known  to  law,  human  or  divine,  such  a  pe  - 
centaee  w6nld  be  no  snfacient  reason  for  denying  admission;  lor  il 
X  h!d  here  before  you  a  Territory  of  200,000  inhabitants  admitt^jl^^ 
fntelhgent,  industrious,  thrifty,  progressive,  temperate-«dmitt»dly  up 
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Not  many  days  ago  somebody  foolishly,  iu  a  Southern  city,  nailed  the 
American  flag  -wrong  side  up  to  a  tree  or  a  barber-pole,  and  there  were 
people  that  went  into  a  state  of  fermentation  ;  but  nobody  thinks  that 
these  incidents  indicate  any  settled  hostility  to  this  Government  or  any 
nnfltness  to  enjoy  political  right.  The  Secretary  under  whose  admin- 
istration the  flag  went  to  half-mast  on  the  Department  is  deemed,  and 
jostly  deemed,  worthy  to  wear  a  robe  on  the  bench  of  the  greatest  court 
in  the  world  and  honors  it  with  his  leamhig  to-day. 

Mr.  Ferry  mentioned  one  case  in  which  the  non-Mormons  were,  as  he 
understood,  denied  the  use  of  a  school-house  for  religious  services. 

Therefore  I  quote  this  from  the  La  Fayette  (Ind.)  Journal,  not  written 
by  a  Mormon : 

Tlie  new  Tabernacle  is  ;i  very  largo  and  peculiar  building.  It  contains  an  orgM 
second  only  to  tbo  Boston  organ  in  size  and  power,  built  exclasively  byMornoOT  arti- 
sana.  Eev.  Dr.  Tiffany,  of  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church  (one  of  cup  party),  was 
tendered  the  Tabernacle  by  Young,  which  he  accepted,  and  on  Sunday  p.  m.  preaclied 
a  most  eloquent  and  powerful  sermon  to  the  largest  in-door  audience  m  his  life,  there 
being  nearly,  if  not  quite,  6,00o  persons  present.  The  liberality  of  tbo  Mormons  in 
tendering  their  bouses  of  worship  to  Gentiles  is  worthy  of  praise  and  imitation  on  the 
part  of  some  of  our  Christian  churches  and  divines. 

Judge  McBride,  in  his  presentation  of  this  case,  spent  much  of  his 
time  in  recitin g  to  you  incidents  of  local  disturbances,  controversies  over 
claims  to  lands,  resulting  in  lawsuits  and  acts  of  individual  violence, 
just  such  as  are  found  in  every  community,  no  matter  how  orderly.  Ho 
recites  here  charges  that  were  made  against  the  Mormons  of  half  a 
century  ago  in  Ohio,  Illinois,  and  Missouri,  forgetting  that  we  are  deal- 
ing with  the  Mormons  of  to-day.  ,  ^  , 

The  jndge  evidently  is  of  the  most  intensely  orthodox  school,  for  he 
would,  if  he  could,  visit  the  iniquities  of  the  fathers  upon  the  children 

unto  the  latest  generation.  -r.    ,  j 

Upon  the  same  principle  he  would  condemn  the  Iffew  Englanders  or 
today  because  their  ancestors  burned  witches  and  persecuted  Quakws, 
and  because  thev  banished  Roger  Williams  lor  the  reason  that  he  be- 
lieved that  punishment  for  Sabbath-breating  belonged  to  the  first  table 
of  the  law  and  not  to  the  magistrate,  and  that  he  believed  that  the 
lands  of  Indians  should  not  be  taken  without  purchase,  and  that  he  be- 
lieved that  the  power  of  the  civil  magistrate  extends  only  to  the  bodies, 
goods,  and  outward  state  of  men,  and  not  to  their  souls  and  consciences. 
And  he  gravely  tells  you  that  thirty  years  or  more  ago  the  Mormons 
of  that  day  were  in  open  rebellion  against  the  United  States,  and  that 
that  is  an  evidence  that  these  people  of  to-day  have  no  sympathy  with 
the  Government.  He  uses  that  in  this  presence,  forgettin  g  the  dreadful 
histoiy  of  twenty-five  years  ago,  forgetting  that  the  policy  of  this  Gov- 
vemment  has  been  just  the  reverse  of  the  one  he  desires  you  to  adopt, 
a  policy  of  oblivion,  a  policy  of  trust,  a  policy  that  has  reunited  in 
sentiment  and  sympathy  a  great  people,  and  must  ever  be  regarded  a 
victory  of  peace  incomparably  grander  than  any  achieved  in  war. 

Such  obiections  as  these  assert  their  own  unworthiness,  but  they  are 
useful  aiui  useful  only  in  that  they  show  to  what  trivial  and  transpar- 
ently inconsequential  things  our  opponents  are  driven  to  resort  as  an 
aid  to  what  I  understand  to  be  their  chief  objections. 

A  moment  ago  I  referred  to  these  admitted  facts  with  some  particular- 
ity, for  the  purpose  of  bringing  this  contest  down  to  where  we  can  get 
at  the  actual  ground  of  opposition  to  the  admission  of  Utah  as  a  State. 
And  1  here  repeat  that  no  objection  is  possible  on  the  ground  of  want 
of  population,  wealth,  culture,  schools,  churches,  charities,  morals,  in- 
durtrial  enterprises,  order,  and  the  like.  The  most  vehement  of  aU  the 
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opponents  of  admission  will  and  do  concede  that  as  to  such  qualifica- 
tions as  these  they  exist  in  the  case  of  Utah  to  a  degree  that  not  merely 
silences  dispute,  but  challenges  admiration. 

Then  what  are  the  real  objections  that  are  relied  upon  to  overcome 
this  moral  obligation  to  admit  Utah  as  a  State  1 

I  shall  endeavor  to  stote  them  candidly  and  to  deal  with  them  as 
you  are  entitled  to  have  them  considered,  with  candor  and  frankness. 
I  know  perfectly  well  that  the  real  underlying  objections  that  are  made 
have  such  a  lodgment  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  this  country  that  it 
will  be  difficult  to  removothem.  1  recognize  that  this  power  known 
as  public  opinion  that  surrounds  Congress  (and  !•  would  not  be  going 
much  beyond  the  feet  in  saying  controls  Congress)  is  entitled  to  great 
respect,  and  it  is,  therefore,  our  duty  to  answer  here  to  yon,  and  to  the 
public,  these  objections.  We  can  only  hope  to  prevail  by  meeting  them 
squarely  and  answering  them  fully. 

The  iirst  objection  I  notice  is  the 

EXIBTENOB  OP  VOLYQAIMY. 

In  respect  of  this  I  have  to  say,  first,  that  there  is  no  law  in  Utah 
that  sanctions  polygamy  and  never  has  been. 

Now,  of  course,  in  making  this  statement  I  am  not  referring  to  m- 
eenious  constructions  or  discussions  that  have  been  indulged  in  by 
learned  men  like  my  brother  Baskin,  but  I  say  this :  There  has  never 
been  a  statute  law  that  sanctioned  polygamy  in  Utah. 

That  it  has  existed  there  and  does  exist  there  in  feet  (to  what  extent 
I  will  presently  consider),  I  do  not  deny.  JSor  do  I  deny  that  it  has 
recognition  in  the  tenets  of  the  Mormon  Ohureh  as  a  chureh  orpniza- 
tion :  but  in  dealing  with  this  objection  I  submit  that  you  are  to  look  at 
the  situation  now,  and  not  what  it  was  fifty,  thirty,  or  ten  years  ago. 

During  the  last  session  of  Congress  my  friend  Mr.  Richards,  m  an  ar- 
gument he  made  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Territories  (which  I 
hope  you  will  all  read),  stated  that  not  more  than  1  per  cent,  of  the 
present  population  of  Utah  ever  were  in  polygamy;  tbatnotover2per 
cent,  of  the  present  Mormon  population  ever  were  in  polygamy. 

In  an  argument  I  made  at  the  same  hearing  (which  1  can  hardly  hope 
to  have  yon  read,  although  it  is  here  at  your  service)  I  stated  after  the 
best  investigation  I  could  make,  that  not  2  per  cent,  of  the  Mormon 
population  were  polygamous.  That  statement  was  made  a  year  ago 
and  has  not  yet  been  denied.  It  has  not  been  denied  in  this  hearing. 
I  remember  very  well  that  the  fact  in  that  particular  was  a  very  great 
surprise  to  me  after  all  that  I  had  heard.  Now  I  re-affirm  that  state_ 
ment.  And  although  I  have  heard  some  general  assertions  maae  here,  i 
say  the  accuracy  of  that  statement  has  never  been  seriously  chaUenged 
except  ia  a  general  way,  out  in  the  air.  Mr.  Richards  has  given  you  the 
figures  in  his  argument  befiire  the  Senate,  and  I  am  going  to  ^ve  you 
something  now  in  support  of  it,  and  I  invite  you  to  the  consideraUon 
of  what  was  said  on  that  occasion. 

I  assert  now  that  the  persons  in  polygamy  are  not  more  than  one- 
fourth  of  1  per  cent,  of  the  whole  population,  and  less  than  one-thucd 
of  1  per  cent,  of  the  Mormon  population,  and  probably  only  1$  per 
cent.,  certainly  not  over  2  per  cent.,  of  the  adult  male  population 
of  the  Mormon  faith.  And  if  this  is  true,  and  if  you  treat  polygamy 
as  the  highest  crime  known  to  law,  human  or  divine,  such  a  per- 
centage would  be  no  sufficient  reason  for  denying  admission;  lor  if 
you  had  here  before  you  a  Territory  of  200,000  inhabitants  admittedly 
intelligent,  industeious,  thrifty,  progressive,  temperate— admittedly  up 
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to  and  more  than  up  to  the  average  of  the  masses  of  the  i)eoi)le  in  the 
States,  not  a  gentlemiin  of  tins  committee  would  think  of  lejeotiug 
snch  a  community  because  it  appeared  that  one  fourth  of  1  per  cent, 
of  the  w  hole  ])opulation  had  been  guilty  of  bigamy,  or  rape,  or  arson, 
or  even  murder.  Nor  if  it  appeared  that  li  per  cent,  or  2  per  cent, 
of  the  adult  population  in  the  course  of  a  ])eriod  of  three  years 
had  been  guilty  of  such  offenses,  you  would  not  treat  as  outlaws, 
and  as  being  unworthy  of  political  association,  98  per  cent,  of  good 
law  abiding  people  because  2  per  cent,  were  guilty  of  crimes.  If 
the  cities  of  the  plain  could  have  shown  ten  just  persons  they  would 
have  been  spaced,  and  LoVb  wife  would  not  have  become  a  pillar  of 
salt. 

Oar  worthy  friends  on  the  other  side  would  not  insist  apon  exdosion 
where  such  conditions  existed.  Is  it  true  that  no  greater  proportion 
than  I  have  stated  are  polygamous  f 

There  are  various  ways  of  getting  at  this  percentage,  but  I  shall  rely 
upon  the  statistics  the  Government  has  furnished,  and  I  refer  you  to 
Ex.  Doc.  No.  447,'  first  session  Fiftieth  Congress,  prepared  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  enlightening  you  on  this  subject,  a  report  of  record 
facts  in  answer  to  a  resolutiou  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  Edinnnds  act  was  passed  March  22,  1882,  and  it  will  not  be  said 
that  the  officials  of  the  Governmeut  have  not  been  dihgeut  in  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties  since  the  enactment  of  that  law.  It  will  not  be 
said  there  is  any  dearth  of  appliances  for  conviction.  Mr.  liichards  has 
mentioned  them,  ^  or  will  it  be  said  that  the  courts  have  been  rigid  in 
the  construction  of  the  law  so  as  to  make  convictions  difficult. 

On  the  contrary,  if  it  were  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  my  argument, 
I  might  claim,  and  I  think  might  show,  that  in  respect  of  the  offenses 
intended  to  be  reached  there  have  some  rulings  occurred  in  the  admin- 
istration of  tins  act  that  could  hs^ly  be  made  to  square  with  old-fash- 
ioned Anglo-Saxon  ideas  of  humani^  and  the  proper  administration  of 
criminal  law.  But  I  accept  them  without  criticism  for  the  purposes  of 
this  discussion^  and  here  axe  the  results  of  indefatigable  and  relentless 
prosecution. 

1  find  from  these  record  statistics  that  since  ITovember,  1S84,  there 
have  been  ten  convictions  for  polygamy.  There  are  not  less  than 
175,000  persons  of  Mormon  faith  in  Utah.  At  least  35,000  of  them  are 
males  of  marriageable  age;  ten  out  of  35,000  in  four  years  have  been 
found  by  Government  officials  whose  zeal  will  not  be  questioned,  and 
whose  energies  have  been  stimulated  by  a  strong  if  not  inflamed  pub- 
lic sentiment,  to  say  nothing  of  the  energizing  effect  of  liberal  Jees^  and 
who  never  will  be  suspected  of  having  leaned  to  the  side  of  IMormons 
in  this  regard.  Ten  out  of  35,000  adult  males  have  been  found  guilty 
of  the  offense  of  polyamy.  Of  these  one  was  pardoned  by  the  Presi- 
dent, among  other  reasons,  because  of  his  old  age. 

Now,  gentlemen,  1  know  very  well  that  it  is  said  that  there  conld  bo 
no  more  convictions  for  polygamy,  because,  as  asserted,  the  plural  mar- 
riages are  secret',  that  no  record  of  them  is  kept,  and  therefore  the 
proof  of  marriage,  an  essential  in  snch  a  prosecQtioo,  conld  not  be  had. 

I  dfeny  the  tmth  of  this  assumption,  bnt  let  ns  admit  it  for  the  pur- 
pose of  this  argament.  AU  that  class  of  cases  in  which  it  is  said  proof 
of  marriage  can  not  be  procured,  is  covered  by  the  o£fense  of  ^<  unlawful 
cohabitation."  So  that  if  marriage  conld  not  be  proved,  ^'  cohabitation 
answered  the  same  purpose,  and  if  we  admit  that  every  man  who  un- 
lawfully cohabited"  was  married  to  the  woman  with  whom  hecohabited, 
we  have  this  result.   Between  the  15th  of  April,  1885,  aod  the  13th  of 
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September,  1888,  more  than  three  years,  these  zealous  prosecutions  re- 
sulted in  453  convictions  for  this  offense  of  "  unlawful  cohabitation." 
Five  of  these  were  pardoned,  old  age  being  a  conspicuous  reason  for  it. 

Call  all  of  them  cases  of  polygamy  if  you  will,  and  you  have  in  more 
than  three  years  in  a  population  of  not  less  than  35,000  male  adults  of 
the  Mormon  faith  403  cases  of  that  offense.  But  it  has  been  said  here 
that  all  the  cases  have  not  been  tried.  We  have  anticipated  that ; 
there  are  pending  163  cases  yet  untried.  Assume  that  every  one  will 
be  convicted  j  add  them  to  the  nnmber  given  you  a  moment  ago  of  cases 
of  polygamy  and  cohabitation ;  compare  it  with  the  population  of  adults 
of  Mormon  faith,  and  you  will  see  that  I  overstated  the  percentage; 
and  you  can  not  fail  to  appreciate  how  little  of  actual  polygamy  there 
is  in  Utah  and  how  grossly  those  x>eople  have  been  mii^nc^ped  by  the 
public,  and  how  preposterous  it  is  to  deny  political  rights  to  the  many 
who  do  not  oflfendy  because  of  the  offeudings  of  the  comparatively  few. 
That  won't  do.  Bemember  tiiat  I  am  arguing  now  from  the  stand- 
point of  polygamy  as  a  criminal  offense,  just  as  I  would  argue  firom  the 
stand-point  of  murder,  bigamy,  fornication,  seduction,  as  offenses.  Such 
a  percentage  of  such  crimes  as  I  have  just  named  in  such  a  coummu- 
liity  never  would  be  thought  of  as  sufficient  reason  for  exclusion. 

'Nov^j  if  polygamy  as  a  crime  denounced  by  statute  law,  or  polygamy 
as  an  offense  against  morals,  is  to  be  the  basis  of  rejection,  I  wish  you  to 
follow  me  to  the  result  of  the  ultimate  analysis  of  this  subject  in  the 
light  of  the  present  conditions,  and  the  inevitable  conditions  in  the  near 
future. 

Polygamy  is  a  crime  denounced  by  the  statute,  and  you  say  it  is  an 
offense  against  morals.  Be  it  so.  Then  we  have  it  that  here  is  a  com- 
munity of  210,000  people  splendidly  equipped  for  State  government;  2 
per  cent,  of  35,000  of  them  have  committed,  or,  if  you  will  have  it  so,  are 
ccMBunitting  to-day  that  offense  against  law  and  morals.  I  think  I  can 
sa&ly  say  that  not  one  of  you  woSd  entertidn  for  a  moment  the  thought 
of  exduding  such  a  conununiiy  for  an  opinion ;  yon  might  exdude  a 
community  for  prevalence  of  crime,  but  not  for  opinion. 

Kow,  it  is  proposed  that  yon  shall  reject  this  application.  Why  t 
Because  a  few  hundred,  2  per  cent,  of  the  voting  population  of  this 
people,  have  committed  this  offense  of  polygamy.  But  here  are  many 
thousands,  98  per  cent.,  that  can  stand  in  your  presence  and  say  truth- 
fully, "  We  never  committed  that  offense  any  more  than  you  did.  We  are 
as  guiltless  of  it  as  our  Gentile  neighbors.''  Why  exclude  the  great  mass 
because  of  the  few  who  have  oft'ended  ? 

If  these  few  offenders  had  committed  offenses  mala  in  se  or  mala  pro- 
Mbita  other  than  i^olygamy,  you  would  lose  your  patience  if  anybody 
should  argue  in  your  presence  that  that  fact  was  a  sufficient  ground  for 
the  rejection  of  such  an  application.  Such  an  objection  would  be  as 
idle  as  the  wind  in  the  presence  of  conditions  such  as  1  have  named. 

And  so  when  these  people  come  to  you  with  this  application,  and  you 
say  to  them  polygamy  is  practiced  in  this  Territory,  and  they  reply 
true,  there  are  a  few  cases,  but  ninety-eight  or  ninety-nine  out  of  every 
hundred  are  innocent  of  any  such  offending^  and  yon  hesitate,  and 
they  ask  you  for  a  r^uson ;  what  reason  can  you  give ;  but  one,  and  you 
would  blush  and  hang  your  heads  as  American  <Etiz6ns  when  you  gave 
it,  <^  because  of  your  opinion." 

And  so  I  say  that,  when  analyzed  in  the.  light  of  existing  fiacts,  it 
comes  down  to  rejection  for  opinion,  if  rejection,  shall  ensue.  I  beg  you 
to  bear  with  me  while  I  trace  this  a  step  further. 
I  assert,  and  there  is  no  evidence  to  the  contrary,  but  very  satisfac- 
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tory  evidence  iu  support  of  the  assertion,  that  no  plural  marriages  have 
occurred  in  Utah  for  years. 

The  few  who  are  in  polygamous  relations  are  past  the  meridian  of  life, 
and  many  of  them  old  men ;  so  that  in  the  course  of  nature  in  the  very 
near  future  this  institution  in  fact,  will  have  ceased  entirly  to  exist. 
The  situation  then  would  be  precisely  the  same  as  now,  excepting  only 
that  now  there  are  a  few  aged  men  who  are  practicing  polygamy. 
What  would  you  do  in  that  case  f  Or  suppose  that  to-morrow  all  the 
men  in  Utah  who  are  in  polygamy  should  gather  their  wives  and  chil- 
dren, thdr  goods  and  chattels,  their  flocks  and  herds,  together  and 
march  again  across  deserts  ai^  over  mountains  into  Mexico,  so  that 
there  would  not  be  a  trace  of  polygamy  in  fact  left  in  Utah.  Then  what 
would  yon  do  with  this  applicationt  Reject  it!  If  so,  why!  Yon  could 
give  no  other  reason  than  "  because  of  the  opinions  of  those  who  re- 
mained." 

Turn  this  about  as  you  will ;  reason  about  it  firom  any  and  every 
stand-point;  you  are  brought  invariably  and  inevitably  to  the  position 
as  a  bottom  fact,  that  rejection,  if  it  occurs,  must  rest  upon  the  religious 
helief  of  these  people  and  not  upon  any  actual  guilt— upon  the  sin  of 
wrong  heli^  and  not  the  sin  of  wrong-doiug. 

THE  NEXT  OBJECTION. 

Gentlemen,  I  think  I  know  what  the  attempted  answer  to  this  is,  and 
I  win  endeavor  to  state  it  strongly  and  then  see  if  I  can  meet  it  fairly. 
It  is  this,  that  it  is  not  the  number  of  cases  of  the  kind  that  is  to  con- 
trol your  action,  but  that  these  people  hold  to  the  belief  as  a  religious 
dogma  or  tenet  of  their  church  that  polygamy  is  not  wrong;  that  in 
itself  it  is  right,  that  it  is  commanded ;  that  they  believe  that  their  first 
and  highest  allegiance  is  to  the  church ;  that  the  church  dominates 
the  state;  and  that  if  admitted  as  a  State  these  people,  being  in  the 
majority,  will  not  prohibit,  but  permit,  polygamy,  and  having  become  a 
State  you  will  be  powerless  to  control  their  action  in  this  regard.  I 
have  attempted  to  state  this  objection  fairly,  and  it  demands  the  most 
candid  consideration. 

Hexe  the  committee  ac^journed  until  10  o'cLock  Tuesday  morning, 
Janaary22. 


Committee  on  the  Teeritoeies, 

Tuesday,  January  22, 1889. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Mr.  Wilson  continued  his  argument  as  follows: 

Before  resuming  the  thread  of  the  argument  I  shall  have  to  refer  to 
some  things  I  said  before  adjournment.  I  had  been  endeavoring  to 
show  how  little  of  polygamy  there  is  in  Utah,  and  that  there  is  so  little 
of  it  that  it  would  not  justify  this  committee,  even  if  yon  call  polygamy 
a  moral  as  well  as  a  statntcny  crime,  in  rejecting  this  application.  In 
the  course  of  what  I  said  on  that  subject,  I  was  interrupted  by  Judge 
JNIcBride  with  a  question  as  to  whether  or  not  I  was  aware  that  in  1882 
a  Commission  had  made  a  report  in  which  it  was  stated  there  werel2,000 
])olygamists  in  Utab,  and  I  referred  him  and  the  committee  to  whatMr. 
Eichards  had  said  on  that  subject  in  a  hearing  before  the  Senate,  and 
here  is  what  he  said : 

Tho  Utah  Comniission  in  thoir  report  to  (lie  Sccretury  of  tlio  Interior  dated.  Novem- 
ber 17, 18Si,  stated  that  they  had  disfrauchised  all  persona  who  had  up  to  that  time 
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livediuti.epolyg«noi»«l«««i.  They  placed  iiienmaber at  twdvefliaa-adp- 

included  .ot  only  those  W^t,^^^^^^^^^^ 
a  polygamous  relation  and  they  S^Jf  ^^^^^^^  T*** 

L:ulbeen,  but  we  not  at  the  tmeof  di^ancm^^e^  ^^^^^  Assuming  that  each 
uould  leave  9,000  persons.  '"'^^"^/^XatrcstimL^^  the  «5ircumstoncea- 
SSKJ^^^^dKr^wSur^^^^^^^^  2,250meawhocaaldbecalledpolyg. 

will  — r^t^flus^^^^^^^^^ 

Rented  by  that  commission  m  18^^  ^^^^-^^^^^  j  ^ave 

been  furnished  as  I  stated  on  last *Tnflay,^ ^  ^^^^ 
Just  alluded  to  verify  what  Mr  Bicl^s^d^^^^^^ 

would  not  reject  such  ^^^f  PP^^^Jll^.^J^^Vr^ommaiided  by  this  church, 
Our  opponents  claim  that  P?^^  f  ^hJ^t  my  fWeM  Baskin  is 

which  1  deny,  and  I  will  show  m  ^Jf  the 

utterly  mistaken  in  this  ^.^ff^;  ^If^^'J/tS  i*" 
state,  and  they  say,  as  Judge  ^^^^^^^f  to  control 

let  them  in  as  a  State  then  .^y^*^^^^^^^ 

them,  and  they  ^'^^f     f  ^^^^^^  is  met,  and  there 

is  their  purpose,  and  that  is  tne  way  wuAt  j- 
I  take  up  the  line  of  my  argument. 

IS  POLYOAXY  CJOJOfAWDEDt 

tacUed  paragraphs  ^^<^^}'^^''Z^S  J^^t^^Vo^yS^'^^y  <""«■ 

it  does  not  teach  what  M';  f„''^^'^*'fJ^that  flns  committee  is  much 
I  know,  from  what  has  h=^PP™fJ^«"' if  i  make  a  mis- 
better  informed  upon      Jj^fl  ff^^b^rjemSr,  Judas  Iscariot, 

r^.^s.si:s^mririSsrMeX«^^ 

and  do  likewise."    ,      „  ^  „    ^i^at  serious  consequences  fol- 

it  is  said  that  anotl^er  "^^sculardmneon 

ra 
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fbat  makes  you  swear  and  then  like  a  coward  skips,  spelled  f-l-e-a;  and 
so  he  read  it  to  his  astonished  hearers,   The  wicked  flea,  when  no  man 

pursueth  but  the  righteous,  is  bold  as  a  lion.** 

And  that  is  the  way  with  iny  brother  Baskin  when  he  is  dealing  with 
t  he  Mormon  revelation  ou  marriage.  He  reads  the  first  five  paragraphs, 
then  leaps  into  the  air,  passes  over  all  the  horses  and  elephants,  turns 
himself  three  or  four  times  in  the  transit,  lights  with  both  feet  upon  par- 
agrai)hs  Gl,  G2,  and  G3,  and  bows  gracefully  to  his  audience.  Then  he 
holds  up  his  hands  in  holy  horror  and  assures  you  that  in  these  para- 
graphs he  has  found  polygamy  commanded  and  blood  atonement. 

It  is  another  case  of  Judas  janged  himself,"  go  thou  and  do  like- 
wise;" for  the  two  have  no  relation  whatever  to  each  other,  and  these 
last  paragraphs  I  have  referred  to,  and  upon  which  he  places  so  much 
stress  and  rests  his  argument,  plainly  show  that  polygamy  in  the  Mor- 
mon faith  is  oj\\j  permmive,  1  hope  yon  will  all  read  the  entire  reve- 
lation as  set  forth  in  your  record,  and  yon  will  find  it  as  I  say. 

Whoever  will  carefully  analyze  that  production  will  find  that  it  is 
in  part  to  Joseph  Smith  only,  and  in  part  to  others.  That  it  relates 
to  "  celestial  marriage'*  in  one  part,  and  to  polygamy,  a  different  mat- 
ter, in  another.  That  celestial  marriage,  which  is  defined  to  be  the 
marriage  of  a  man  and  a  wife  for  all  eternity,  is  mandatory  upon  all 
who  desire  to  obtain  the  highest  glory,  namely,  the  celestial.  That  the 
marriage  of  oilier  icives  is  permissive  under  given  conditions;  that 
there  is  no  command  in  it  to  any  one  to  enter  into  plural  marriage  but 
Joseph  Smith  himself,  and  no  judgment  pronounced  upon  any  woman 
who  refuses  to  join  her  husband  in  this  matter  but  the  wife  of  the  head 
of  the  church,  and  that  this  judgment  is  to  be  executed  by  theXiord 
himself  and  not  by  any  jnan  or  church. 

There  is  nothing  in  that  revelation  which  makes  the  practice  of  po- 
lygamy either  an  essential  to  salvation  or  obligatory  upon  anybody  but 
the  man  who holds  the  keys,"  as  he  is  called ;  that  is,  the  head  of  the 
chnrch.  And,  gentlemen,  if  you  will  read  the  paragraphs  (61,  C2,  and 
63)  read  by  Mr.  Baskin  you  will  see  that  polygamy  is  not  commanded  but 
only  permitted.  And  the  fact  that  so  few  of  the  Mormons  have  entered 
into  these  plnral«ikmily  relations,  and  that  none  of  the  great  and  over- 
whelming majority  who  have  refrained  have  ever  been  cast  out  or 
disfellowshipped,  or  deprived  of  any  church  privileges  for  that  reason, 
shows  conclusively  that  the  idea  which  is  sought  to  be  conveyed  here 
as  to  the  Mormon  notions  on  this  matter  is  entirely  erroneous.  And 
when  you  have  carelully  read  that  document  yon  will  judge  between 
Mr.  Baskin  and  myself  as  to  what  it  means. 

In  justice  to  the  people  I  represent  I  can  not  pass  by  in  silence  what 
Mr.  Baskin  said  in  this  connection  about  "  blood  atonement."  lie  man- 
ifestly, or  I  wholly  misunderstood  him,  undertook  to  impress  upon  this 
committee  that  if  these  plural  wives  committed  adultery  their  throats 
were  to  be  cut  from  ear  to  ear  and  bowels  to  be  cut  out;  "  Jack  the 
ripper"  was  to  be  turned  loose,  and  after  this  chapter  of  horrors  the 
judge  pronounced  the  doctrine  monstrous,  and  saidthat  those  who  adopt 
it  are  not  fit  to  be  admitted  as  a  State.  But  it  is  not  taught  there.  Itis 
not  in  that  revelation.  The  destruction  there  mentioned  is  by  the  Lord, 
just  as  you  find  it  expressed  in  substance  a  hundred  times  in  our  Chris- 
tian Bible.  And  I  prononnee  it  monstrons"  to  attribute  to  these  peo- 
ple any  such  doctrine. 

One  other  thing  I  most  notice  here,  to  which  I  referred  at  the  last 
meeting,  namely,  the  contention  that  the  church  controls  the  business 
affairs  of  its  members. 

It  is  very  evident  from  the  remarks  of  the  gentlemen  of  the  opposi- 


17 


tiou,  particuhirlv  of  Governor  West,  that  they  do  not  understand  the 
doctrines  and  tenets  and  belief  of  the  Mormon  people.  Of  course  I 
would  not  say  that  they  willfully  misrepresent  them.  All  their  asser- 
tions and  imaginings  about  revelations  to  control  private  individuals  in 
business  affairs  are  without  foundation  in  fact.  No  president  or  other 
leading  man  in  the  Mormon  Chureh  claims  to  be  always  inspired,  nor 
that  he  is  at  any  time  infaUible.  For  a  great  many  years  anything  pur- 
porting to  be  dkect  revelation  has  been  very  rare,  and  in  no  case  has 
it  related  to  property  or  business  of  the  people.  Those  revelations 
cited  from  the  Doctrine  and  Covenants  are  more  than  fifty  years  old, 
and  relate  to  individuals  who  had  then  formed  an  association  in  which 
they  had  put  their  property  together  and  made  a  covenant  and  agree- 
ment that  they  would  not  dispose  of  it  without  common  consent  and 
the  word  of  the  Lord  through  the  head  of  the  order.  But  that  book 
shows  that  the  order  was  dissolved,  as  theur  covenants  were  broken, 

and  that  was  the  end  of  it. 

This  "  Order  of  Enoch"  the  governor  speaks  of,  but  does  not  under- 
stand, has  not  existed  for  more  than  half  a  century.  What  he  means 
is  The  United  Order,"  which  was  not,  as  he  states  it,  a  turning  over 
•  of  property  to  the  priesthood  to  be  controlled  thereby ;  it  was  a  meas- 
ure to  unite  the  people  in  societies  for  mutual  benefit,  in  which  each 
colony  owned  the  property  in  common.  It  did  not  succeed,  because  the 
people  did  not  fnllv  indorse  it.  And  whil^  this  extraordinary  power 
of  the  priesthood  is  said  to  be  so  great,  the  fact  is  not  one  of  these 
"  united  orders  "  exists  to  day.  If  that  power  was  exercised  as  claim- 
ed, the  whole  Mormon  Church  would  now  be  organized  into  such  socie- 
ties. The  people  were  advised  to  organize ;  some  of  them  did  so ;  the 
great  body  of  them  did  not,  and  those  who  made  the  attempt  finally 
gave  it  up.  That  is  how  the  people  are  ruled  by  "  the  iron  hand  of  a 
priestly  despotism." 

Every  man  in  Utah  is  free  to  attend  to  his  own  business,  and  nobody, 
whether  he  be  prophet,  bishop,  or  priest,  attempts  to  interfere  with  it. 
The  Mormon  people  go  abont  thehr  busines  without  any  restraint  or  dic- 
tation, and  no  ecclesiast  pretends  to  have  the  right  to  regulate  people's 
private  attairs.  This  idea  that  there  are  revelations  to  regulate  civil 
and  business  relations  is  erroneous  and  absurd,  and  not  a  single  instance 
of  anything  of  the  kind  has  been  or  can  be  Cited.  The  Mormon  people 
do  not  regard  the  opinions  and  views  of  their  leading  men  as  revel^ ' 
tion,  and  all  these  exaggerations  to  which  we  have  listened  are  wild 
and  baseless.  The  trouble  with  men  who  make  them  is,  they  will  not 
permit  the  Mormons  to  explain  to  them  what  they  believe,  but  persist 
in  adopting  the  rumors  and  misstatements  of  anti-Mormon  preachers 
and  writers. 

I  think  I  can  account  for  the  errors  into  which  Governor  West  has 
fellen  in  his  report  and  before  this  committee.  When  Governor  West 
went  to  Utah  it  was  very  natural  and  very  proper  that  he  should  begin 
the  study  of  the  existing  conditions,  and  he  evidently  became  a  pupil 
of  our  friends  Baskin  and  McBride.  *'As  the  twig  is  bent  the  tree's  in- 
clined" is  an  old  adage,  and  you  know  from  your  personal  experience 
how  through  life  the  teachings  uid  opinions  of  yoor  instrutors  have 
clung  to  yon. 

Eighteen  or  twenty  years  ago  our  brother  Baskin,  and  fafteen  or  six- 
teen years  ago  our  brother  McBride  began  brooding  over  this  subject; 
and  they  have  been  brooding  over  it  ever  since.  It  is  a  pecularity  of 
the  human  mind  that  constant  poring  over  any  subject  has  a  tendency 
to  twist  and  distort  judgment  in  regard  to  it.  It  engenders  suspicion ; 
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it  evokes  doubt  as  to  the  integrity  of  all  who  differ;  it  breeds  intoler- 
ance ;  such  men  begin  to  see  visions ;  dream  dreams — airy  nothings  take 
the  sha]>6  to  them  of  veritable  substantial  demons  with  cloven  feet  and 
darted  tails. 

And  so  it  has  come  to  pass  that  ujy  brothers  Baskiu  and  McBride 
bave  fallen  into  the  condition  ascribed  to  the  lunatic,  the  lover,  and  the 
poet — I  daas  them  with  the  poets,  of  course — they  are  of  ^^magina* 
tion  1^1  compact"  on  this  subject.  They  see  mOTe  devils  in  Mormdnism 
^than  vast  hell  can  hold ; "  and  it  so  happened  that  when  the  governor 
umA  to:*Ut9h  and  put  himself  under  their  tatelage  it  was  a  case  of  the 
<^  Ui]id leading  the  blindv''  with  the  cdHBeoaenoe  assured  eighteen  hun- 
dred y  ton  ago  and  T^rifled  by  eipetieiMe  tloitfagh  ali  the 
fiincBMaU  Ml  into  i^e  ditdh  together. 

And  thid  Is  the  way  I  acdonilt  for  the  fifOV^Ofs  indulging  in  the 
monstrous  belief  expressed  here  that  Mr.Bnhards,  who  has  gone  in  and 
out  before  you  for  many  days,  and  Mr.  Caine,  whom  yon  have  knOwii 
for  many  years,  and  thousands  of  others  like  tbera,  would  at  the  com- 
mand of  this  church  shiy  their  own  offspring ;  and  this  is  the  way  that 
I  account  for  much  that  is  in  the  governor's  report  and  especi^illy  for  the 
particular  part  which  he  read,  and  which  I  will  now  read  for  the  purpose 
of  accuracy,  because  it  contains  the  essence  of  the  opposition.  *I  want 
to  discuss  it.   It  is  as  follows : 

The  non-MormanSj  both  Democrats  and  Bepublicans^  are  united  in  opposing  admis- 
sion  of  the  Territory,  -while  conceding  that  astonnmhers  onr  populatioti  is  sufficient, 
and  that  our  resources  would  justify  our  assuming  tho  respousibiiities  of  a  State 
government,  yet  in  esseniiaU  far  more  important  ive  are  lackivg.  That  the  majority  of 
this  people  have  been  educaU  d  to  adhere  to  a  j^ower  ibreigu  to  the  spirit  and  genius  of 
ia^t^tibns.  To  fhis  despotism  they  render  aUegianee  and  yield  obedience;  when 
il^iMMiiflMMttyitiibogh  contrargie'^e  law  of  the  land,  they  obi^y,  as  witness  the  establish- 
m^t  iMid  practice  of  polygamy  ;  that  to  admit  Utah  into  the  Union  of  States  is  to 
enthrone  with  sovereignty  this  power  hehind  the  barriers  of  statehood.  That  the  avowal 
of  a  renunciation  of  polygamy  was  for  the  purpose  of  continuing  and  permanently 
establishing  the  political  control  of  this  ^wer.  That  to  admit  Utah  is  to  determine  that 
the  piincipleB  oi  Mrf^^uiaiiian  goverttmetit  tAidlikot  apply  to  all  ^hr  people  atid  the 
ivml6'^#Qr)tBmtoxj|  but  that  the  best  inteirefiitB  and  important  destinies  of  at  least 
one  of  our  States    ^  be  int7wfo4;t^1d^^  Hot  on^  by  wight  Imt  bt 

j^awer  divine.  '  ,- ' ' 

I  wish  yoa  to  note  parlieiilarly  iha^  this  is  the  objeoticm  of  iicfa^Mor* 
mons,  both  Xiepublicans  and  Democrats.  •  i  *  t; 

Now,  gentlemen,  that  is  a  formidable  indietment  presented  by  tUd 

governor,  if  it  is  founded  in  fact.  I  have  read  it,  as  I  said,  for  the  par- 
pose  of  accuracy ;  but  I  read  it  for  another  reason.  It  comes  from  a 
high  ofl&cial  source.  With  this  official  sanction  it  has  come  to  you,  and 
the  governor  in  person  has  repeated  it  here,  and  it  has  gone  to  the  great 
public,  and  if  it  is  not  founded  in  fact  the  wrong  is  the  greater  and  the 
more  mischievous,  because  of  the  high  source  from  which  it  emanated. 
It  asserts  that  these  people  recognize  their  first  allegiance  to  be  to  the 
church;  it  charges  them  with  insincerely  renouncing  polygamy  for  the 
purpose  of  cheating  you  into  granting  them  the  powers  of  a  State  gov- 
^^imeQt)  with  a  design  of  using  those  powers  in  subordination  to 
this  superior  power,  the  (^arch|  it  charges  that  polygamy  will  be  given 
:the  sanction  of  positive  ly,  or  its  eqai^ent,  statutory  silence. 

I  do  not  call  in  question  the  integrity  or  good  faith  or  sincerity  of  the 
govecniy  wjben  h^fiaacied  thataadiateiinftj  i:  fkmbtlesshe  believed  every 
word  q£  ityfor  it  bad  been  taught  Mm  ^Bm^ban  Baskin  and  MoBrid% 
lMt>ly  aided  by  the  Salt  Lake  Tribimeffixim  thB  eoitmiisof  ^w 
read  to  you;  but  I  do  challenge  the  aoconoy  of  liis  ikifox»atkMk  ^'Sm 
li^tiaoc^  to  support  this  is  not  on  the  Greed,  or  Book  irf  iDoetdniy^biil 


Covenants,  or  any  recognized  authority,  bat  vLpoa  statements  made  by 
Mormon  preachers.     •  :>  ■       .-w  fwi* 

The  answer  to  these  statements  about  the  opinions  said  to  have  been 
expressed  by  preachers  and  writers  now  deceased  is  that  they  are  not 
Mormon  standards.  The  Bible,  the  Book  of  Mormon,  and  the  Doctrine 
and  Covenants  are  their  published  standards,  and  are  superior  to  any 
rtieoty  or  view  e&tertaiued  by  any  individuaL  And  the  notion  that  ex- 
pressions concerning  the  ideal  future  Kingdom  of  God,  as  made  by  those 
individilals,  relate  to  the  present  political  government  of  the  people  is 
set  at  rest  by  these  words,  which  I  quote  from  the  Doctrine  aiid  Cove- 
niitits,  section  58,  verses     23 : 

Wherefore  be  subject  unt*)  the  powers  that  be,  until  11c  reit^ns  whose  right  it  is  to 
reign  and  hubdues  all  enemies  under  his  feet.  Behold  the  laws  ye  have  received  are 
tho  laws  of  the  church,  and  in  this  light  shall  ye  hold  them  forth. 

Orson  Pratt  anil  other  nien  whose  opinions  and  doings  have  been 
mentioned  here  arc  dead  and  buried,  aud  they  belonged  to  another  class 
altogether  from  the  people  who  to-day  are  asking  for  tho  rights  and 
privileges  of  freemen.  This  must  be  remembered.  If  all  the  garbled 
extracts  from  old  sermons  and  writings  that  have  been  produced  here 
were  ever  entitled  to  the  grave  importance  sought  to  be  attached  to 
them,  they  were  the  utterances  of  the  long  since  departed,  and  not  of 
the  people  who  come  to  you  and  ask  for  their  political  righl  s  and  against 
whom  not  one  iota  of  evidence  ha6  been  introduced. 

I  assert^  from  the  best  lights  I  can  get  that  the  governor  is  utterly 
wrong  in  asserting  that  these  people  hold  to  any  such  doctrine  as  that 
the  chutch  is  superiof  in  authority  to  the  state. 

I  say  this,  first,  because  gentlemen  of  the  highest  intelligence  and 
honor,  who  were  born  in  that  church,  have  lived  thdr  whole  lives  in  it, 
have  had  every  opportunity  to  know  its  doctrines  and  teachings^  utterly 
deny  that  it  adheres  to  any  such  doctrine. 

I  say  it,  secondly,  because  in  no  recognized  mthoritu  on  that  subject 
can  any  such  doctrine  bo  round.  •  . 

I  say  it,  thirdly,  because  exactly  the  .contrary  is  laid  down  a-s  one  ot 
the  fundamental  tenets  ot  the  church.  ^ 

The  thirteenth  article  of  the  Creed,  as  stated  in  Chambers's  Encyclo- 
pedia, declares  it  the  duty  of  the  saints  and  all  others,  to  bp  stfbj/^t^  to  the^ 
poicers  that  be,  whether  monarchical  or  republican."' 

Stated  in  their  printed  Creed,  paragraph  .12,  it  is  in  these  words: 

,  believe  iu  being  sabjeetto  kings,  president^  ralers^  aud  magistratea  la  obeying 
ijamoring,  and  sustaining  the  law. 

That  is  what  Mornionisiu  teaches  on  thiit  subject.  It  is  explicit  and 
emphatic,  and  no  matter  what  i ndimdnals  xnny  say,  or  may  /iar^  said, 
that  is  what  this  church  teaches  to  its  adherents.  The  children  who  are 
raised  in  it,  and  all  who  adhere  lo  it,  are  admonished  that  they  must 
yield  obedience  to  the  laics  enacted  by  the  state. 

,  Jf  that  be  true,  aud  I  maintain  that  it  is  true,  and  I  challenge  the 
production  of  any  reliable  evidence  to  tho  contrary,  then  this  charge 
upon  which  tbe /gov^uo;  iss^.t)  this  opposition  rests  is  utterly  without 
IbundatioQ. 

not  ooly  without  fouudf^iion,  but  the  fact  is  precisely  the  other 
way«  Thereifore  tbev^hib^  Avement  in  this  indictment,  and  the  one  n^oa 
whi«h  the  pth^rs  mu^ti  (MAiid  cnit  likU^  haa:ii0<fouiidatioajii)laet>«pou 
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These  people  are  not  "educated  to  adhere  to  a  power  foreign  to  the 
spirit  and  genius  of  onr  institutions,"  as  stated  by  the  governor ;  tliey 
are  educated  to  yield  obedience  to  the  law  of  the  land.  They  are  not 
educated  *^to  obey  the  command  of  the  church,  even  when  contrary  to 

In  making  this  assertion  that  they  are,  and  as  evidence  sustaining  it, 
the  governor  says,  "As  witness  the  estoMishment  and  practice  of  polyg- 
amy ;  "  an  indirect  (at  least)  assertion  that  polygamy  "  had  been  estab- 
lished" as  a  rule  of  conduct  for  that  people,  instead  of  being  recognized 

as  permissible  only,  .      _       i..  » 

If  it  had  been  established"  as  a  law,  by  this  alleged  "despotism," 
to  which  they  must  yield  a  blind  and  unquestioning  obedience,  not- 
withstanding" legislative  enactments  to  the  contrary,  how  does  it  hap- 
pen that  this  "despotic  power"  has  been  disregarded  and  disobeyed  by 
98  per  cent,  of  these  despotically  ruled  people. 

The  eleventh  article  of  the  creed  (I  quote  from  Chambers's  Encyclo- 
pedia) asserts  "absolute  liberty  ot  private  judgm&nt  in  matters  of  re- 
i»<7io»." 

Beading  from  the  weed  itself  it  says : 

We  elaim  the  privUege  of  wonhiping  Almighty  God  according  to  the  dictates  of 
onr  conscience,  and  aUow  aU  men  the  same  privilege,  let  them  worship  how,  when,  or 
what  the;  Biay. 

So  I  venture  to  submit  that  the  governor»8  statement  has  no  founda- 
tion on  which  to  rest.  Gentlemen,  this  is,  I  believe,  the  first  time  in 
the  history  of  our  Government  when  a  religious  creed  has  been  brougnt 
under  discussion  as  a  basis  of  legislative  action.  Our  Oonstltntion 
guaranties  perfect  freedom  of  religious  thought  and  belief. 

Some  may  despise  the  Jews,  to  whom  the  world  is  indebted  for  some 
of  the  highest  intellectual  achievements,  the  broadest  philanthropy, 
and  the  most  touching  charity,  but  nevertheless  the  Jews  may,  with- 
out let  or  hindrance,  cling  to  the  religion  of  their  fathers,  that  is  many 
centuries  older  than  the  creeds  and  doctrines  of  to-day. 

Some  differ  with  this  or  that  part  of  the  creed  of  the  orthodox 
churches,  but  whether  their  adherents  be  many  or  few,  worship  in 
Gftthedrals  or  in  little  churches  around  the  corner,  they  can  not  be 
molested  in  the  enjoyment  of  religious  opinion,  nor  can  it  be  made  the 
test  of  political  right  or  privilege. 

1  believe  in  the  orthodox  churches,  all  of  them,  as  a  great  humaniz- 
ing, civilizing,  and  Christianizing  power.  They  differ  in  many  non- 
essentials, but  there  is  running  through  and  permeating  them  all  a  di- 
vine  essence  that  never  touches  a  heart  without  softening  it,  that  never 
enters  into  a  life  without  elevating  it,  that  never  inspires  the  legisla- 
tive mind  without  bringing,  as  its  fruit,  juster  and  wiser  lawsj  that 
never  touches  the  ermine,  but  justice  is  tempered  with  merey;  that 
opens  the  purses  of  the  rich  and  brings  consolation  to  the  poor ;  that 
has  lifted  man  from  barbarism  to  the  high  plane  of  the  civilization  of 
to-day  Wherever  it  has  gone  there  are  better  lives,  better  social  con- 
ditions, better  government ;  and,  in  its  wider  sweep,  it  has  softened  the 
horrors  of  national  strifes.  It  is  verily  destined  to  turn  the  sword  into 
the  plough-share  and  the  spear  into  the  pruning-hook ;  and,  above  all 
this  it  is  the  only  light  that  illuminates  the  dark  valley  and  warms  us 
into' confidence  that  death  is  not  the  end,  but  only  the  dividing  line  be- 
tween life  with  its  cares  here  and  a  higher  life  with  its  joys  hereafter. 
I  dislike  to  discuss  such  matters  in  such  a  connection. 

And,  after  all,  when  we  come  to  reflect  about  it,  what  a  strange  spec- 
tacle this  is  in  a  government  one  of  the  most  cherished  principles  of 
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whicb  is  freedom  of  thought  and  religious  belief,  that  we  should  be 
searching  as  with  lighted  candle  for  the  thoughts  and  behefs  of  men 
with  relerence  to  a  matter  of  granting  political  privileges,  and  that  we 
should  be  splitting  hairs  iu  argument  as  to  whether  this  means  this, 
that,  or  something  else. 

But  these  people  whom  I  represent  in  this  argument  are  attempted 
to  be  excluded  from  fellowship  in  the  cause  of  human  progress,  and 
therefore  I  venture  to  inquire  whether  they  are  outside  these  great  un- 
derlying principles  and  this  essence  of  the  divine  I 

I  admit  that  they  believe  that,  under  special  circumstances,  a  man 
motf  have  a  plurality  of  wives  without  sinning  agamst  Almighty 
God.  But  in  all  else  than  this,  they  ace,  notwithstanding  all  that  has 
been  said  of  them,  in  general  harmony  with  the  orthodox  churches  and 
strive  for  the  same  end,  and  with  what  results  you  will  presentiy  see. 
Since  there  has  been  such  elaboration  of  argument  as  to  thjeir  faith,  1 
beg  permision  to  read  you  their  articles  of  foith,  as  taught  in  their 
churches  and  Sunday-schools,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  yjMi  how 
closely,  so  far  at  least  as  creed  is  concerned,  they  are  in  accord  wittt 
accepted  orthodoxy  ;  and  while  I  read  it,  I  desire  jou  to  remember  that 
this  church,  it  is  said,  dominates,  controls  this  people : 

ARTICLES  OF  FAITU  OF  THE  CUUBCH  OF  JKSU8  CHBIST  OF  lAITBK'DAT  SAIKT8. 

(1)  We  believe  in  God,  the  Eteraal  Father,  and  in  His  Son,  Jesus  Christ,  and  in  the 
Holy  GlMMt. 

I  would  have  been  considered  a  reprobate  if  I  had  not  believed  that 

forty  or  fifty  or  sixty  j  ears  ago. 

(2)  We  believe  that  men  will  be  punished  for  thek  own  sins  and  not  for  Adam's 
transgression. 

There  they  area  little  at  variance  with  some  of  the  orthodoxchnrches 

(3)  We  believe  that  through  the  atonement  of  Christ-  all  mankind  may  he  saved, 
by  obedience  to  the  laws  and  ordinances  of  the  Gospel.      .   ^,    ^    ,  ,       «v  •  i. 

(4)  We  believe  that  these  ordinances  are:  First,  faith  in  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ; 
second,  repentance;  third,  baptism  by  immersion  for  the  remission  of  sus;  lourth, 
laying  on  of  hands  for  the  gift  of  the  Holy  Ghost.  ,  .  i 

(5)  Wo  believe  that  a  man  must  bo  called  of  God,  by  "proi)hecy,  and  by  the  lay- 
ing on  of  hands,"  by  those  who  are  in  authority  to  preaeh  the  Gospel  and  admintst^r 
in  the  ordinances  thereof. 

Why,  I  read  just  the  other  day  a  paragraph  in  a  newspaper  which 
gave  a  part  of  the  church  records  in  a  certain  Presbyterian  church  in  the 
city  of  Indianapolis,  and  it  is  recorded  in  that  church  that  the  President- 
elect of  the  United  States  was  ordained  as  an  elder  by  the  laying  on  ot 
hands.  So  our  Mormon  Mends  are  not  very  far  off  in  that  respect. 

(6)  We  believe  in  the  same  organization  that  existed  in  the  primitive  chnxeh,  via, 
apostles,  prophets,  pastors,  teasers,  evangelists,  etc. 

(7)  We  believe  in  the  gift  of  t<mgnes,  ptopheoy,  revelation,  visions,  healing,  inter- 
pretation of  tongues,  etc.  _       ...       ,  ^  ■,  xi 

(8)  We  believe  the  Bible  to  be  the  word  of  God,  as  far  as  it  is  translated  correctly ; 
wo  also  believe  the  Book  of  Mormon  to  be  the  word  of  Qod. 

Well,  we  have  had  to  have  two  translations  of  the  Sew  Testament, 
and  we  have  not  agreed  about  it  yet. 

(9)  We  believe  aU  that  God  has  revealed,  aU  that  He  docs  now  reve  al,  and  we  be- 
lieve that  He  will  yet  reveal  many  great  and  important  things  pertaining  to  the 

Kingdom  of  God.  ,  .  ^     x-      e  *u  n, 

(10)  Wo  believe  in  the  literal  gathering  of  Israel  and  in  the  restoration  of  the  len 
Tribes.  That  Zion  will  bo  built  upon  this  continent.  That  Chnst  wiU  reign  penon- 
ally  upon  the  earth,  and  that  the  earth  .vill  be  renewed  and  receive  its  paradisio 
glory. 
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(11)  We  claim  the  privilege  of  wershiping  Almighty  God  accoirding  to  :fche  dic- 
tates of  our  conscience,  and  mlovr  all  men  the  same  privilege,  let  them  worship  hoVy 

where,  or  what  tliey  timy. 

(12)  We  believe  in  being  subject  to  kings,  presideutSy  rulers,  aud  magistrates,  in 
pbeyiugy  lionoriug,  and  sut^taiuing  the  law. 

^  (13)  We  believe  in  heing  honest,  true,  chaste,  benevolent,  virtuous,  and  iu  doing 
good  to  all  men;  indeed  we  may  say  that  we  follow  the  admonition  of  Paul,  ''We 
believe  all  things,  we  hc^e  aB'ttilnj^'''^<»  have  endiited  tbsiiy  things,  and  hope  to 

:la0iabto.tojeodare aUIAiiigSi  '  -'.1$  I'i  . •[-  '-':•  t 

They  will  endure,  gentlemen  of  the  coiMfliittee,  even  if  yon  refuse 
them  the  high  political  privilege  of  "being  made  into  a  State.        ^  *  '  ' 

If  there  is  anything  virtuous,  lovel^r^j  or  of  ^oodL  rejjort  91:  p^^seworth^j^  WQ.^k 
after  these  things*  * .  • »      *     •  1  -  . « -  .  ^    •  •  * , '  ^  ^ 

.     -  -      ' .  .  *  .  ■  i  ■  .  I  .      I     .-I  '    !    .!  »*r.J 

'/      .  .       '■■         ■■.  ■     '  '-  i  / 

Kowy  gentlemen,  what  I  have  read  is  tUeir  c^^eed*  Tliese  «re  the^£aa- 
damentar doctrines  of  their  church.  I  am  not  going  to  ooB»par«  their 
results  with  the  results  of  any  or  all  pther  creed  or  creeds  in  other 
places,  but  the  results  in  Utah  are  worthy  of  consideration.  These  re- 
sults are  tem^^erance,  industry,  intelligence,  virtue,  charity,  in  a  degree 
that  will  bear  comparison  with  any  other  comniuuity  ou  this  continent. 

I  must  bej;  your  indulgence  while  I  fortifv  my  assertions  in  this  regard. 

Bayard  Taylor,  the  celebrated  traveler,  lecturer,  and  writer,  says: 

"We  must  admit  that  Salt  L<ike  City  is  one  of  the  most  quiet,  orderly,  and  moral 
places  in  the  world.  There  are  few  Gentile  liquor  ealoons,  but  the  Mormons^  as  a 
people,  are  the  most  teuiperate  of  Americans.  They  are  chaste,  laborious,  aud  gen- 
erally cheerful ;  aud  what  they  have  accomplished  in  so  short  a  time,  under  every 
circnmstance  of  discouragement,  n^ill  always  form  one  of  the  most  remarkable  (Aap- 
ters  in  our  history.  The  Territory  does  not  owe  a  dollar ;  the  people  have  established 
-niahnfactories,  built  roads  and  bridges,  irrigated  wastes  of  sage-bush,  colonized  the 
basin  of  the  interior  desert  for  an  extent  of  500  miles,  and  made  a  uucleus  of  perma- 
ueut  civilizatiuu  iu  the  mot^t  foji^bidUiag.part  Qf  the  contiiiept. .....   :   ,  - 

And  since  the  governor  has  appealed  to  the  Demo^^ts  on  this  com- 
miitee^I  liere  cite  an  accent  jpemoemt.  Dr.  Miltof*,  editor  Omaiha 
(Nebr.)  Herald,  writest    ■         •  • 

One  feature  of  the  influx  into  this  hitherto  quiet,  sober,  moral,  and  iutelli*i:ent  Mo*« 
nxou  commuuity  carries  with  it  its  owu  comment  to  the  thoughtful.  To  the  lasting 
honor  of  the  Mormon  peoplo.^M^d  system  he  it  said  that  for  twenty-five  years  snch 
maohines  of  moral  infAmy  as  whisky  shops,  harlotri^^  farorbankii)  and  all  me  Attend- 
ant forms  of  vice  and  iniquity,  were  totaUy  unknown  in  btah.  It  can  not  be  denied 
that  the  Mormons  have  achieved  victories  and  conquests  over  the  most  gif^antic  evils 
that  curse  onr  race,  and  which  are  to-day  the  chief  banes  of  every  civilized  State. 
Already  the  h^vdra-lieuded  monstersof  infamy  are  gaiuiu*;  foot-hokls  iu  Salt  LakeCity, 
The  gambler  and  woman  of  the  town  are  there.  The  damning  fact,  so  cpoditable  to 
Movmbtt  morality,  is  that  it  is  only  by  tlM  Wtirreptiti^ns  evasion  and  cjteithrow  of 
Mormon  avtiio^tSrihttt^bes^ta^  IQndiiBaiMi^  l#rttdiB^  hMt^al^ty  i>f 
SaltLake.  ^  ^    ^  ,  .  :    .  ^  v-  ,  -  , 

Elder  Miles  Graut,  the  adventist  and  editor  of  the  World's  Crisis, 
says :  it 

After  a  earefal  observation  for  some  days,  we  came  to  the  settled  conclusion  that 
there  is  less  licentiousness  in  Salt  Lake  City  than  in  any  other  one  of  the  same  size 
in  the  United  States,  and  were  we  to  hriu«;  up  a  family  of  children  iu  these  last  days 
of  wickcdne8s  wo  should  have  leas  fears  of  their  moral  corruption  were  they  iu  that 
city  than  in  any  other,  Swearin;;,  drinking,  gambling,  idldneto,  and  licehtidnsh^ 
JiaTd  made  but  smdrl  headitaTifcheririrheff  compared  wtit^  other  ^places  of  eqii4l  :  iii^^^ 
'Am  a  jbodF  they  ^  ^^^7  si naei|S  people  andrbelieve  the  Lord  led  them  there.  Th^y 
are  close  Bible  students,  and  arc  very  familiar  with  the  Old  Testament  prophecies, 
upon  wliich  they  dwell  much  iu  their  preach in<^.  Among  them  are  a  number  of  able 
men,  who  are  capable  of  entertaining  an  intelligent  audience.  They  preach  without 
notes  wd  preset  such  thoughts  as  come  to  them  on  the  occasion.      ^       \*.^      •  _  ir 


23 


1.  Mrs.  Emily  PAtli.  Sfc^vfina,  editor  Pioneer,  a  wouiau's  journal,  writes 

>  mtah  vniitB  to  aasame  the  prerogative  df  State  sovereignty  fehe  has  population 
•iS  WttiwSriStoaiiy  other  Territory,  and  why  should  sho  not  onjoy  the  privi- 
IS^lSu-iJf^ment  T  ^Utah  is  the  wisest  and  hest  governed  of  any  lai^«^^cUon 
o?oSpl6  in  the  United  States.  In  great  Salt  Lake  City  there  la  less  of  rowdywn^ 
drJSness  "ambling,  idleness,  theft,  conspiracy  against,  the  peace  of  society,  and 

JrimSeSlly^^^^^^ 
if  not  on  the  globe. 

Chief- Justice  White,  in  char^in^  th^  grand  jur^,  Salt  Lake  City,  Feli- 
rjgiary,48,7a,,sai4  ; , . 

'  This  land-tiiey  have  redeemed  from  sterility,  and  occupied  its  V*]^f  ^f. 

wi™  KvSSgTcnltivated  fields,  and  farm-houses  and  made  it  the  «| 
rniunerous  peoDle  where  a  beggar  is  never  seen  aud  almshouses  are  neuhe*  ttOjaed 
Tkrwn    ffie  'arfa^  which  any  candid  obwerWgf- 

nizes  and  every  fair  mind  admits. 

•  This  church  and  its  adherents  have  been  subjected  here  to  the  sbatp- 
eaf  ana  most  unkindly  criticisms.  These  criticisms  are  to  ^e.  pnnted, 
St  onlv  for  the  eye  of  Congress,  but  of  the  nation ;  they  will  be  re- 
peate?lfiiltt  the  pulpit  and  the  stump,  and  around  Christian  firesides, 
Siid^iHi1ii««tien&ai  of  wha  these  gentlemen  have  said  here  these  peo- 
Xi^l  be,  M  thOT^have  heretofore  been,  held  up  as  moral  outlaws. 
T^aUs  my^ology  fortronbUng  you  quoted,  aud  it 
is  m  V  Sgyfor IdffHiBg  to  anather  Bide  of  this  situation  and  presenting 
to  yL  Cf  unplSi/dte^  I  feel  Mditionally  excused  be- 
cause of  what  was  said  by  Judge  McBride.        .  „ 

In  Salt  Lake  Citv,  during  the  year  1886,  atiesteHfjre  made  of  Mormons 
and  Gentiles  for  the  following-named  oflfensfes,  as  follows: 
'  (1)  For  prostitution,  rape,  attempt  fttrape,keeping  houses  of  ilWa^^^^ 
enticing  minors  intohiuses  of  ill-feme,  lewd  ^tict,  exposing  person, 
not  a  single  Mormon  and  78  Gentiles.  '  \^  ■  ^--^v 

(2)  For  being  drunk,  drunk  aud  disturbing  tto  Vea^jOSn^^a^ 
disorderly,  drunkand  trespass,  selling  hq^r  on  28  mmMis 

and  522  Gentiles.  .  „         ,^     .lv,  j  ^  ii4,;L^„n»na 

(3)  For  manslaughter,  attempt  to  kill,  as^ult  with  de^^^ 

1  Mormon  and  5  Gentiles.  '  ,„;wo^o  97 

(4)  For  grand  larceny,  petit  larceny,  steahng  rides  o^i  .railwa;^s^^  jf 

-Mormons  and  144  Gentiles.  f^„„f;i^o  ir^. 

(5)  For  gambling  and  gambling  houses,  Mormons  0  Gentiles  , 
Wgery  and  passing  counterfeit  money.  Mormons  0,  Gentiles  4  ;  fig^t 

l»tte^  Mbrnions  16,  Gentiles  107 ;  destroying  property,  Mor- 

SlnH,  Oentiles  17  j  va^aicy,  Mormons  0,  Gentdes  121;  common 

^ItTu^pSr^^^^  to  mention  this,  and,  lest 

I  may  be  misunderstood,  I  Wan«  "tt^  8iy  I  know  in  part  by  persona 
acQuaintance,  and  much  by  W^iat  !n  one  SetMie  I  can  not  say  that  i 
SsonallTS^^^^  and  yet  I  do,  tha*  ^«  Gtt^me.  popnlalidn  i8  made 
S^in  the  main  of  people  of  the  hi'ghest  chai«ijtl^%  busing 
other  integrity-men  of  sagacity,  intelligence,  *na,  of  ^^^^J 
private  character  and  sense  of  honor.  Mormonism  has  not  kept  tt^^^ 
away,  nor  driven  them  out  after  they  got  there,  and  in^«8^to  the 
question  of  a  moment  ago  I  say  I  only  mention  these  statistics  t6Bj6W 
that  a  Mormon  is  not  a  bad  man  or  woman  because  a  Mormon ,  nor  ^ 
^Gentile  a  good  man  or  woman,  or  better  than  a  Mormon,  because  a 
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Gentile;  and  to  show  that  if  the  Mormon  Church  controLs  its  people,  it 
controls  them  in  the  direction  of  good  morals  and  the  public  peace. 

Kow,  gentlemen,  1  know  that  petitions,  numerously  signed,  have 
been  sent  here  from  all  over  the  country  against  this  application.  The 
governor  has  told  yon  that  a  remonstrance  is  coming,  signed  by  13,000 
or  more  non-Mormons.  Here  is  how  they  were  procured.  I  read  from 
a  colamn  of  the  Salt  Lake  Tribune  of  Deioember  25  last,  which  is . 
headed: 

That  rtttOiood  mne— Summit  County  liberals  ami  E.  P.  Ftrry  to  oppose  it— They  wa*t 
Bmhin  to  go  also— Extracts  froU  letters  received  by  ike  Liberal  oommitUe  ahotviHg  mMh 
JforMon  oppoaiSien  to  atatMood. 

Looking  down  along  tliis  column  I  find  this  extract  from  one  of  the 
letters  referred  to  :  , 

Sail  Lake  City. — I  am  fourteen  years  of  age,  and  I  send  yon  eighty-one  names  of  per- 
sons who  desire  to  protest  against  statehood.  I  tried  to  secure  one  of  your  blanks, 
hat  fftUinf(  in  that,  I  have  ceeoxed  the  names  ou  common  paper.  I  guess  it  will  do. 

On  receipt  of  this  I  imagine  that  our  friend  of  the  Tribune,  who  has 
been  attending  here,  sent  this  industrious  boy,  who  did  not  wait  for 
blanks,  his  blessing  and  threw  in  a  chromo. 

That  is  the  way  they  get  up  their  petitions. 

Many  a  Christian  woman  has  signed  these  petitions  in  full  belief  (I 
refer  to  the  other  petitions  from  outside  Utah)  that  she  was  resisting 
everything  that  is  bad. 

The  pulpit  has  called  for  these  signatures,  but  how  may  of  these 
signers,  think  yon,  knew,  when  signing  them,  that  the  Mormons  are  the 
most  temperate  people  in  the  world!  How  many  of  these  Oh^stian 
women  knew  that  there  are  no  saloons  in  Utah,  for  which  the  Mormons 
are  responsible,  to  lead  the  young  to  inevitable  destrnctiou ;  that  there 
are  no  dens  of  prostitution  among  them  for  which  they  are  responsible  t 
How  many  of  them  knew  that  not  two  out  of  an  hundred  of  this  pres- 
ent Mormon  population  has  ever  entered  into  the  polygamous'relation? 
Probably  not  one  out  of  all  the  number  had  the  slightest  knowledge  or 
suspicion  even  of  the  real  facts ;  but  you  know  them,  and  whatever 
else  you  may  do,  or  whatever  you  may  recommend,  I  hope  you  will  feel 
it  to  be  your  duty  to  give  the  public  accurate  information  on  this  sub- 
ject. Tell  this  great  American  public  that  not  2  per  cent,  of  the  adult 
males  ever  were  in  polygamy.  Tell  the  public  the  delightful  truth  that 
this  much-condemned  people  are  not  surpassed  in  intelligence,  sobriety, 
virtue,  honesty,  industry,  thrift,  charity,  by  any  people  anywhere. 
Smite  them  if  you  will,  but  give  them  the  benefit  of  the  truth.  Criti- 
cise their  religion  if  you  will,  but  tell  the  world  what  they  have  accom- 
plished, so  liiat  by  their  fruits  the  world  shall  know  them. 

Bat,  genfleinen,  1  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  another  matter  in- 
volved in  this  objection,  as  presented  by  this  indictment  framed  by  the 
governor,  viz,  the  charge  of  insincerity  in  this  movement  they  have 
made  to  procure  admission  as  a  State. 

I  will  restate  it  in  this  connection  as  accurately  and  explicitly  as  I 
can.  As  I  understand  it,  it  is  this :  That  their  purpose  is  to  induce  yon 
to  believe  that  they  propose  to  put  polygamy  under  the  ban  of  a  State 
constitution  by  placing,  as  they  have,  in  the  constitution  a  clause  pro- 
hibiting polygamy;  then,  having  secured  admission  under  that  pretense, 
and  with  that  provision  in  the  constitution,  to  proceed  to  makepolygamy 
lawful.  To  attribute  such  a  project  as  this  to  sane  men  carries  in  itself 
its  refutation.   The  idea  that  any  set  of  men  Ht  to  be  outside  of  u  lunatic 
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asylum  could  suppose  that  a  firand  of  that  kind  could  prevail  is  simply 
preposterous.  Any  man  one  remove  fiwm  an  idiot  could  not  fail  to  see 
that  such  a  scheme  backed  by  only  175,000  men,  women,  and  children, 
against  the  sentiment  of  60,000,000  of  people  and  against  the  sentiment 
of  the  civilized  world,  would  come  to  instant  grief. 

There  is  no  fact  upon  which  such  a  charge  can  be  based,  but  there 
are  abundant  facts  that  disprove  it  beyond  any  reasonable  dispute  j 
that  prove  it  is  as  baseless  as  the  fabric  of  a  vision. 

And  I  want  to  present  some  of  them  for  your  consideration.  1  begin 
by  repeating  that  not  two  in  a  hundred  had  ever  been  in  polygamy ; 
they  could  have  been,  but  never  were.  Is  it  not  inconceivable  that 
people  who  have  had  the  opportunity  to  enter  that  relation,  and  never 
did  so,  99  who  did  not  to  1  who  did,  should  take  it  into  their  heads  to 
make  the  childish  attempt  to  commit  so  enormous  a  fraud ;  a  fraud  that 
would  bringupon  them  the  contempt  and  the  condemnation  of  all  Christ- 
endom; and  when  they  know  that  this  nation  would  find  speedily  a  way 
to  overturn  such  a  scheme  and  bring  it  to  naught  1 

Can  any  one  conceive  of  a  scheme  more  senseless  than  that  of  a  peo- 
ple violatin g  the  most  solemn  obligation  for  the  purpose  of  entering  in  to 
a  relation  they  would  not  enter  into  when  the  dowr  was  wide  opwi  for 

them  so  to  do  ?  ^,      ,  ,  , 

Gentlemen,  these  people  have  faced  privation ;  they  have  enduraa 
poverty  and  all  the  vicissitudes  of  frontier  life;  they  have  made  their 
homes  in  Utah ;  there,  are  clustered  everything  that  to  them  makes 
life  worth  living;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  to  attribute  to  them  the  un- 
utterable stupidity  of  jeopardizing,  yes,  more  than  that,  consigning  to 
utter  destruction,  all  these,  is  too  idle  to  be  thought  of;  and  this  is 
especially  so  when  we  consider  that  what  there  is  of  polygamy  is  chiefly 

confined  to  the  old.  ,  .  . 

I  believe  I  am  justified  in  saying,  and,  therefore,  again  assert,  that 
plural  marriages  have  not  taken  place  for  years.  There  is  no  evidence 
that  they  have;  so  that,  as  I  have  already  said,  Time  with  the  swing  of 
his  scythe  will  speedily  remove  the  last  vestige  of  polygamy ;  in  fact, 
the  little  that  is  there  will  soon  disappear,  and  there  will  be  nothing 
left  for  our  Mends  to  fight  but  a  mental  operation— a  belief,  which  is 
practically  all  that  they  are  fighting  now. 

Now,  can  you  imagine  these  young  and  middle-aged  men  who  have 
never  been  in  polygamous  relations  deliberately  entering  into  a  stupend- 
ous  folly,  stultifying  themselves,  and  bringing  sure  destruction  upon 
their  families  and  homes  at  the  instance  of  this  meager  few  that  are  left 
over  from  former  years  ?  It  is  inconceivable,  except  to  a  disturbed,  dis- 
torted, long-brooding  imagination.  . 

But,  in  addition  to  the  utter  improbability  of  such  a  course,. their  con- 
duct repels  this  charge. 
First.  Kot  entering  into  the  relation  repels  it. 
Second.  The  refusal  by  the  church  authorities  to  solemnize ^uch  mar- 
riages repels  it.  ,    .  ,  .  ^,       t  •  * 
Third.  The  law  enacted  by  the  Utah  legislature  on  the  subject  ot 
marriages  repels  it.   It  provides  that  marriage  is  prohibited  when  there 
is  a  husband  or  wife  living  from  whom  the  person  marrying  has  not  been 

divorced.  .     .  ,    ,  i 

The  section  prohibiting  the  aolemmmttaonof  plural  marriages  undfir 

severe  penalties  repels  it. 

Fourth.  This  State  constitution  repels  it  It  prohibits  polygamy 
absolutely.  It  not  only  prohibits  it,  but  makes  a  compact  that  that 
provision  shall  not  be  cdiangedL 


HOW  AND  BY  WHOM  THE  CONSTITUTION  WAS  MADE*  ■    •  1.^5; 

We  are  dviveu  by  the  cliarj;e  of  insincerity  that  is  made  here,  and  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  and  by  the  range  of  this  discussion,  to  inquire 
by  whom  was  this  constitution  framed?  and  into  the  incidents  and  con- 
ditions that  led  to  its  making ;  because  the  good  faith  of  its  framers  is 

airaigiied  be£(»&  yon.  .  ^-  ■, 

The  Mormon  people  who  have  never  beenm  polygamous  relation,  wiio 
OOakl  take      did  take  the  mostefiearehing  and  stringent  oath  to  that 
effect,  weary  of  ooliteBfcioii,  dteslriHg  to  promote  the  welfare  of  all  the 
people  <rf  that  cDenitcay,  and  desiring  to^ace  themselves  in  harmony  of 
coiKlu(fk  witi»  the  people  •fithis  nation,  as  to  this  apple  oi:  discord,  pro- 
posed  a  coinveatifm  to  ftinve'ifeeoBstittttiaik  f or  State  goverhm  ant.  (1  he 
few  Mormons  yrho  amia.  polygam^y  had>  notiuBg  to  do  With  it.)  They 
invited  their  non-Mormott>oE€l«»taojielgliliora1»!ii^^  and 
although  largely  in  the  majority,  offBKkl  th«  tom<irityi^^re^ 
in  that  convention .   This  invitation  and  this  offer  were"  r^cted.;    >  <  t 
They  then  went  forward  with  this  work.   The  men  who . competed 
that  convention  were  representative  men  and  represented  a  people  so^ 
as  I  have  described.   They  were  intelligent  and  wise  men^  as-  is  attested 
by  the  fact  that  they  have  made  a  constitution  agamst  which  theflharflts 
oi"  criticism  have  never  been  leveled  and  with  the  exception  that  Mr. 
Baskin  has  started  a  point  I  will  presently  allude  to,  and  that  Colonel 
Ferry  said  it  made  pol vgamv  a  misdcamor  instead  of  a  telony,  there  is  no 
word  or  phrase  in  it  to  which,  so  far  as  I  know  or  can  see,  exception  can 
be  taken.   I  say  that  it  is  up  to  the  highest  standard  of  fundamental 
Jaw  for  the  government  of  a  free  people.  -    ^,  ^  i 

•  ;  Iftltjibr  the  purpose  of  settiag.  forever  at  rest  this  question  that  lias 
for  so  long  distorbed  the  harmony  of  the  people,  they  inserted  tiiese 

Art.  XV.-Sec.  12.  Bigamy  anSli^dlygjpy  l»e%i?**'^lfelw«^fe^SjSi^' ! 
republican  form  of  gov«Mim©n<^*' «ae&»»f  *heiii'fetl»»by  f6tbia«le»/*^ 

'  Any  person  wliosliaU  violate  this  section  shall,  on  conviction  thereof,  be  imuished 
by  a  line  of  not  more  than  $1,U00  and  imprisonment  for  n  term  not  less  than  six  months 
nor  more  than  three  years,  in  the  discretion  of  the  court.  This  section  sh^ 
Btrned  as  operative  without  the  aid  of  legislation,  and  the  offem»iptcAil>ited  by  tMB 
aeotion  shall  not  be  barred  by  any  statute  «f  limitftttou  withw  three  y^rs  after  the 
commission  of  the  offense ;  nor  shall  the  power  of  pardon  extend  tIifizet(^.^1al,^aAti 
pardon  shall  be  approved  by  the  Pre^dent  of  the  United  States.  -  :  ■  i 

Praeiied,  That  section  12  of  Article  XV  shall  notbeamended,  revised,  or  in  any  way 
chan<red  nntU  imy  amendment,  revision,  or  change,  as  proposed  therein  shall,  m  ad- 
dition to  the  renniremenrs  of  the  provisions  of  this  article,  be  reported  to  the  Con- 
cress  of  the  United  States,  and  shall  be  by  Congress  approv-ed  and  ratified,  and  such 
approval  and  ratiUcatiou  bo  proclaimed  by  the  President  pfthe  United  States,  and  if 
not  80  rat itied  and  proclaimed,  said  section  shall  remain  perpetnal 

Jf  that  becomes  the  organic  law  of  Utah,  and  continues  as  such,  polyg- 
amy is  ended,  and  I  think  everybody  will  agree  to  that,  notwithstanding 
the  argwnent  made  by  Judge  BasUin,  which  I  will  briefly  notice. 

It,ha8-  been  givea  toiMr.  Baskin  to  find  a  spook  hiding  behind  this 
woii  polygamy '  . as  fUseel  in  this  provisieii  of  this  constitution.  He 
ffets  a  glimpse  of  it  in  bis  mind's  eye,  and  every  hair  on  hia  head 

stands  on  end.  He  hurries  M«riit<i^lBnglfti«*  ifoi^ift'd^^  i° 
a  court  over  there,  and  with  that  proceeds. to-: make  a  fefined  airgii- 
ment.  splitting  hairs  "twixt  the  north  Wid  aortfewest  iside,"  to  ptDve 
that prohibitiou  does  not  prohibit;"  that  although  tbiB  cqtatatutiOn 
forbids  polygamy  and  makes  it  a  misdemeanor,  yet  nadftr  thisijiBOfa^ 


ion,  and  uotwtths^ndlBgvttois  provision,  polygamy  may  be.  i^tised 

""'Now^^gen^  t  1h>  word    polygamy  »  has  a  8^ 

niSof.   It  means  in  ihh  constitution  and  must  always  be-bdd^to 

mean  jusi  what  that  word  signihes,  not  only  to  the  legal  mind,  b»b  to 

*'ZteltaSphantom  lurking  behind  this  word,  and  thatis 
^|*^he  Utah  <jQWCts  will  concoct  some  subtle  occult  system  ot  logic  by 
which  the  Dlain  meaning  will  be  defeated.  . 

Xt  objeS^  submit,  rests  in  bis  belief,  his  opinion,  his  abili  y 
tofo^Sastf^^fenls.^..^^^^  as  these  ^^pts  resorting  to 

such  m?tU^  never  happened  in  the  past-there  ^«  "^tbing  o  n 
cate  that  it  will  happen  in  the  future.   As  Mr.  Baskin  don't^  bdiev  e  i n 
^velatfon,  I  know^^witt  not  erpect  you  to  accept  it  a.  a  tact  that  i 
hasbeenrevealedtohimwhatthese  coartswilldo;  and  as  he  i^,  not 

a  prophet  and  does  not  pretend  to  be,  all  he  can  do  is  to  argue  what 
fl.A  Srts  mieht  do.  But  I  must  say  it  with -the  most  profound  re- 
spect Z  Mr  BaskiT^orT^^  well  known  that,  he  is  ^We  jawy  er^  and 
his  legal  ingenuity  1  as  been  demonstrated  here,  that  if  any  court  should 
r^K^a,  condusion  upon  the  argument  he      J^^ented  here,  i| 

would  deserve  to  be  impeached  (for  ^^^^I'^f^^.^J^'^^Z^ 
imneached  and  condemned  by  the  universal  judgment  eC  0»»  ^om. 
'T"n?  made  by  Mr.  Baskin  is  not  one  t»i^!;f«f„^,J,^, 
rests  in  an  assertion  that  you  can  not  repose  faith     ^hese  coacte  ,J»d 
it  lests  there  alone.    It  is  only  an  appeal  to  you  t«/«t^f* 
dfi^of  o(md«Bining  them  as  utterly  unworthy  of  confidence. 
^Tut  reca^nT^^^^       this  constitution,  I  say,  and  you  will  all  agree 
witii  me  Xt  it  is  beyond  criticism;  and  it  makes  no  difference  for  the 
S  th^  wguwent  who  took'part  in  making  it  and  who  did  no  , 
SKwhmg  W?™w^^^         notice  of  its  making  was;  as  an  instru- 
ment ir/rab^e^ticism,  and  if  Judges  Baskin  and  McBride  and 
go?Lnorw«slUmaa^U. 

ter,  and  they  do  not  now  suggest  W  W&rmity  ©the?  than  I  have  men 
tioned,  namely,  that  its  framer^  are  insinqere. 
Judge  McBride  said,  and  I  quote  his  eacaet  langimg©: 

I  don't  care  ^vhat  kind  of  a  constitution  they  make,  I  Would  oppose  it.   £  d^BOfc 
care  how  pertectly  formed  it  may  be. 

But  when  you  take  this  constitution  witk  this  provision  embo*«* 
it  in'crnection  with  the  other  matters  I  have  enumerated,  I  say  they 
atterlyTd^^^^^  this  charge  of  insincenty  in  ottering  J;h,8 

'^"^  is  the  evidence  of  insincerity  ?   I  challenge  any  one  to 
bJLrto  aSication  of  it.   It  can  not  be  found  in  any  lejri^slat  e 
Jctm^St  fo^  thesehave  been  just  the  Other  way.   It  can  not  be  loiind  in 
S^S^atSL.  tor  t^^^^  have  never  entered  Vo^J^  ^^^ 
not  be  found  in  any  refttsalto  take  a  prescribed     *  ^^^^'.^^^^a^i  not  be 
been  weighed  in  that  bsllahce  and  not  found  wanting.  ^.^^  «a? 
found  in  their  church  creed  as  we  J^ave  alrea^  seen.   It  is  sim^^ 
assertion  without  enough  foundatidii  in  any  ^  sufficient  to  creJite  a 

^Tb'j  brings  us  to  the  next  objection  in  this  regard  that  I  wish  to 
noto  You  will  observe  that  polygamy  is  l^~^tYs 
this  constitution,  but  is  made  a  misdemeanor,  and  t^e  pn^hmen^is 
prescribed  and  no  act  of  the  legislature  is  required  te^ecute it,-. 
Ma  anv  governor  pardon  any  one  convicted  of  such  an  ^^^^^^^.^^J 
2S  S      Sauting  provi^on  of  the  constitution  be  changed  Witti6iifc 
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the  approval  of  Congress.  It  is  to  be  perpetual  iiiileBS  Oongress  agrees 

to  tbe  contrary. 

It  is  impossible  for  the  skill  of  man  to  more  completely  hedge  this 
matter  of  polygamy  in  and  place  it  nnder  an  entemal  ban  of  the  law  than 
is  done  by  these  constitntional  provisions. 

Bnt  the  answer  that  is  made  to  this  is  simply,  Oh,  wh^  they  get 
into  the  condition  of  statehood  they  become  independent  of  Oongress, 
and  they  may  amend  this  constitution  by  striking  out  these  provisions 
and  Congress  will  be  powerless  to  prevent  it.'' 

OONGBESS  CAN  SEQUISE  A  SPECIAL  OOMPAGT. 

Now,  geiitlemeD,  it  is  a  question  of  supreme  importance,  whether  by 
admitting  a  State  you  place  it  out  of  your  power  to  control  this  subject. 
It  is  contended  that  such  would  be  the  result.  I  deny  the  proposition. 
Over  and  over  again  States  have  stipulated  that  they  wonld  not  exercise 
the  sovereign  power  of  taxation.  That  is  a  power  that  inheres  in  State 
sovereignty,  but  they  have  been  required  to  yield  it  up,  and  no  one  ever 
doabted  that  sach  a  stipalation  was  a  proper  stipnlid/ioa  to  be  entered 
into. 

In  the  case  of  Looisiana  it  was  stipulated  that  there  should  be  trial 
l>y  jury  and  that  the  laws  should  be  written  in  the  English  language, 
which  possibly  may  happen  when  Kew  Mexico  is  admitted.  And  no- 
body ever  doubted  the  propriety  or  the  binding  character  of  that  stip- 
ulation. Nebraska  was  required  to  prohibit  slavery.  The  principle  in- 
volved in  the  i^resentcase  is  in  no  way  different  from  these  precedents. 

The  power  to  tax,  as  every  gentleman  of  this  committee  knows,  is  one 
of  those  powers  that  inhere  in  every  sovereignty.  That  has  been  dis- 
cussed by  the  Sujireme  Court  in  a  dozen  cases  in  which  it  has  been  held 
that  it  was  apower  that  was  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  sovereignty. 
It  inheres  in  the  sovereignty,  bnt  in  dealing  heretofore  in  respect  of  ad- 
mitting States,  the  States  have  been  required  to  yield  to  sovereign  power 
to  a  limited  extent,  and  no  one  ever  doubted  that  such  a  stipulation  was 
a  proper  stipulation  to  be  entered  into,  and  no  one  ever  doubted  that 
snch  a  stipulation  was  binding  upon  the  high  contracting  parties. 

Now,  in  the  State  of  Louisiana  it  was  stipulated  that  she  should 
provide  for  trial  by  jury,  and  it  was  stipulated  that  the  laws  should 
be  written  in  tbe  English  language.  Why  that  stipulation  1  It  was 
nniisaal,  it  was  extraordinary.  Why  was  that  stipulation  put  in  that 
ccmstitQtion  or.  in  that  contract  f  It  was  simply  because  the  people 
of  liouisiana  were  people  of  a  race  different  from  ours,  and  it  was 
because  they  were  accustomed  to  the  ose  of  a  language  different 
from  ours,  and  a  mode  of  trial  different  from  ours.  It  was  intended 
to  make  that  State  uniform  with  all  the  other  States  in  this  Union 
in  these  respects ;  and  therefore  when  Congress  came  to  admit 
Louisiana  they  said,  ^' You  shall  provide  for  trial  by  jury,  which  does 
not  exist  with  you  now  under  your  system;  you  shall  have  your  laws 
writ.ten  in  the  English  language;"  and  that  contract  was  made  and  no- 
body ever  doubted  the  propriety  of  its  making  or  the  binding  character 
of  that  obligation. 

ifebraska  was  admitted  into  tbe  Union,  and  Nebraska  was  required 
to  enter  into  a  compact  that  slavery  should  never  exist  in  that  State 
without  the  consent  of  Congress.  Nobody  has  ever  doubted  the  pro- 
priety of  entering  into  such  a  compact  nor  has  anybody  ever  doubted 
the  binding  character  of  that  compact.  Congress  has  never  asked  for 
guaranties  that  the  compact  wonld  be  kept  by  the  State. 
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There  can  not  be  any  dDubt  as  to  the  right  to  ^ter  into  such  a  com- 
pact. Con gress  has  been  acting  upon  such  a  right  for  more  than  turee- 
lourths  of  a  century,  has  admitted  many  States  upon  compacts  pre- 
cisely similar  in  principle ;  it  is  too  late  to  begin  to  dispute  « 

But  that  is  not  the  objection  here  urged.  The  question  I  am  now 
considering  is,  whether  Congress  can  enforce  it  if  ,  ^„ 

In  considering  this  you  will  not  fail  to  remember  that  when  c»m^^^ 
ties  deal  with  each  other,  which  is  done  usually  in  the  form  of  treaties, 
they  mutually  rely  upon  good  faith  for  the  performance  ot  all  fvy^^^^^^^ 
between  them.   They  never  stipulate  for  a  penalty  in  ciise  of  violation 
or  provide  a  remedy  in  case  of  a  breach  of  covenant.   Eeliance  is  placed 
SpSTthat  high  sense  of  honor  that  is  always  attributed  and  conceded 

^TWsT^rt^of'Sis  sometimes  called  "the  public  law  of  the 
world.»  And  it  is  upon  this  idea  that  when  States  have  been  admittecl 
such  compacts  have  been  made  in  almost  every  case,  and  the  good 
faith  of  the  people  of  the  State  has  invariably  been  accepted  that  that 
compact  will  be  kept  and  performed.  .  ,  4. 

I  take  it  for  granted  that  this  wiU  not  be  disputed ;  but  our  friends 
invariably  come  back  with  the  assertion  that  you  can  not  trust  these 
people.  But  that  is  an  assertion  that  only  goes  to  the  propriety  of  en- 
tering into  the  compact;  and  therefore,  although  somewhat  of  repetition 
and  aside  from  the  regular  line  of  the  discussion  of  the  legal  proposition, 
I  come  back  with  the  inquiry  :  What  evidence  have  you  in  the  pwt 
conduct  of  these  i^eople  to  lead  you  to  the  conclusion  that  they  can  not 
be  trusted  to  carry  out  in  good  faith  this  compact? 

Look  into  their  laws  and  you  can  not  find  it  there.  You  do  not  &id 
oppressive  taxation.  You  do  not  find  it  in  mismanagement  of  public 
aftSirs.  You  do  not  find  any  public  debt,  or  any  lack  of  provision  for 
good  order— any  lack  of  intelligence.  You  will  search  in  vam  lor  any- 
thing in  that  direction  to  satisfy  you  that  they  are  not  as  high  in  the 
scale  of  honor  as  any  other  people.  Nor  can  you  find  anything  in  their 
present  condition  as  to  polygamous  relations  from  which  you  could  draw 
unfavorable  conclusions  in  this  regard. 

On  the  contrary,  the  inferences  are  all  the  other  way.  If  you  accept 
the  fact  to  be,  as  my  brothers  Baskin  and  McBride  state  it,  as  to  what 
thev  were  fifty  years  ago,  you  see  that  they  have  moved  on  just  as  oth- 
ers have  moved  on ;  if  they  were  fifty  years  ago  what  it  is  here  claimed 
thev  were— if  they  were  intolerant  as  to  others  then,  it  is  not  so  now. 

In  these  respects  they  have  grown  just  as  other  communities  have 
crown,  and  i)ro<;ressed  just  as  other  communities  have  progressed.  And 
I  assert  that  with  them  yon  find  every  element  existing  upon  which 
vou  rely  in  the  matter  of  reposing  faith  in  commuraties  that  tiiey  will 
keep  promises.  These  gentlemen  who  say  you  can't  trust  them,  fell 
to  point  you  to'a  single  case  in  which  they  have  betrayed  a  trust,  and 

none  can  be  pointed  to.  _i.  .1 

On  the  contrary,  it  is  apparent  that  they  have  faithfully  performed 
the  highest  trust  that  can  be  granted  to  a  people— the  trust  of  Gov- 
ernment for,  in  the  territorial  state  where  they  have  made  and  ex- 
ecuted laws,  these  laws  have  been  most  salutary,  and  theu'  administra- 
tion of  them -has  been  just  and  impartial.      .  ,  ^  ^  ^-  ^  .  ... 

And  therefore,  I  say  that  no  fact  can  be  pointed  to  that  justifies  the 
contention  that  fuU  faith  and  confidence  can  not  be  indulged  that  they 
will  keep  this  compact;  and,  thereflore,  the  compact  may  with  pro- 
priety be  made, 
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CUNaBESS  ENFOBGB  A  COMPACT. 

If  it  may  be  made,  then  the  right  to  enforce  it  follows  by  necessai^f 
implication.  It  is  idle  to  say  that  such  a  compact  may  be  made  and  that 
w^n  the  considerations  have  been  mutnally  received^  statehood  on  the 
one  side  and  the  pledge  not  to  do  a  particnlar  thing  on  the  other,  either" 
party  can  vidlate  it  irithodt  remedy  to  the  other. 

Bat  yon  aslc  me  wfiaitis  the  tetistibAj  f  and  X  answeir that  there  are  plenty 
of  remedies,  and  peaceable  remedies,  and  in  your  own  hand)^. 

Sappose  they  violated  this  eo^triad; ;  sappose  that  after iSiey  pat  this 
into  the  constitution  and  thcfreby  indnced  yon  to  grant  them  the  high 
privilege  and  political  right  of  statehood,  they  should  turn  right  around 
and  exercise  the  bad  faith  Avbich  is  attributed  to  them  here;  what 
could  vou  do  ?  You  could  shut  the  doors  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  ' 
Eepresentatives  against  tbeni ;  you  could  deny  them  a  voice  in  the 
councils  of  this  nation,  because  tlicy  had  acted  in  bad  faith  and  violated 
their  solemn  agreement  by  which  they  succeeded  in  getting  themselves 
into  the  condition  of  a  State.  You  could  deny  them  the  Federal  judi- 
ciary, you  could  deny  them  the  right  to  use  the  mails,  that  indispeu- 
sable  thing  in  the  matter  of  trade  and  commerce  of  this  country.  There 
are  many  waysin  which  peaceably,  but  ail-powerfully,  you  could  compel 
the  performance  of  that  compact. 

Congress  could  reach  sneh  a  case  and  not  put  a  tithe  of  the  strain  on 
the  Constitation  that  it  was  subjected  to  when  the  act  was  passed  anthor- 
ifltfig^the  attachment  and  arrest  of  a  witness  who  had  not  been  sab- 
^naed,  and  forfeiting  the  property  of  thi6  chnreh  and  commanding  the 
do«irts  whatkiiidof  ajudgmen  After  these  Congress  can 

doabt  its  ability  to  devise  meatis  to  meet  emergencies  or  ite  eonn^ 
to  grapideirtth  tronblesome  qaestions. 

1  have  reserved  it  to  this  place  and  in  this  connection  es]^ecially  to 
answer  what  I  understand  to  be  the  essence  of  this  resistance  stajied 
with  especial  frankness  by  Judge  McBride.  '     '*      '  '     '  "  '      '  ' 

Of  course  our  friends,  the  enemy,  are  and  must  be  embarrassed  by 
the  unpleasant  i'act  that  they  are  continually  compelled  to  assail  the 
Mormon  religion,  and  so  they  state  an  objection  somewhat  after  this 
fashion:  They  say  that  the  Mormons  owe  their  first  allegiance  to  the 
church,  that  that  church  commands  and  they  must  obey,  and  that  this 
despotic  power  is  inconsistent  and  at  war  with  tlie  scheme,  the  spirit, 
the  genius  of  republican  government;  in  short  that  polygamy  is  auti- 
r^ublican,  and  that  you  can  not  give  such  a  people  control  of  a  State, 
because  it  would  be  equivalent  to  establishing  a  despotism,  while  the 
Constitation  requires  that  the  State  shall  be  guarantied  "  a  republican 
form  of  government."  I  think  I  state  it  accurately,  ^ow  this  provision 
Of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  just  alluded  to-is  the  very  one 
ifwu  Whieb  I  i^y  to  estabUdt  the  power  of  Congress  to  interfere  if 
Utah  shoald  attempt  to  annul  these  constitatioxial  provisions  against 
polygamy,  to  tiolttlc^  tMs  compact.      =   '  • 

Itt'tlie  first  t>lace  they  say  that  polygamy  and  Mormonism  or  the  Mor^ 
moni  Church  is  aBti-repablican,  and  that9nti-re|fabl;6abisni  will  bid  tb& 
State  goyemment^ 

Then,  in  the  second  place,  this  constitution  that  is  oflGwred  says  tbat 
polygamy  "  is  incompatible  with  a  republican  form  of  govemmenf^ 

So  botli  i)arties  agree  that  polygamy  is  anti  republican,  and  that  be- 
ing so,  and  Congress  being  commanded  by  the  Constitution  to  guar- 
anty a  rei)nbliean  form  of  government,  and  polygamy  being  anti-republi- 
can, can  it  be  for  a  moment  doubted  that  if  ^he  MormonS|  after  Utah 
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has  been  made  a  State,  should  attwdpttd^  tt^p^ygamy  as  an 
totion  by  repealing  this  constitution,  or  in  any  other  way,  Congress^ 
S  deda^e,  what  all  parties  agree  to,  that  it  is  anti-republican,  and 
XnSje  ^ro^  to  create  arepublican  form  of  government  as  commanded 

B»  voa'see  that  if  this  objection  is  not  imaginary,  as  I  insist  it  is ;  if  it 
i«i  real  asi  insist  it  is  aot;  if  it  should  in  the  future  transpire  that  this 
s  I  deiS^lLSeme,  of  wMdi  there  is  not  the  slightest  evidence,  and 
the  alligation  'tot  it  to  pre^steroas  and  absurd  to  the  la^t  degree  ;  i  t 
aU  th  s  be  true,  Congress  liasliie  amplest  power  under  the  Constitution 
to  inter^n  e  and  strike  it  down,  jos«  as  CMnplete  power  as  it  Avonld  have 
i?  n  some  State  the  attempt  Wd  toe  ma^  to  make  the  executive 
office  hereditary,  or  to  set  up  a  monattJhy,  ho^TW  limited. 

Sell  you  may  make  sucli «  <»mps«*:asi«  there  is  no  bmite^ 
ns  to  whaTvou  may  embrace  in  it,  and  IveattiW  to  point  <mt  tojyoa 
Tow  ,^^n  may  remove  any  and  every  doubt  as  td.^e  poW^  ta  interfte«e^ 
altlou-h  tSe  is  no  necessity  in  myjudgment  todb  sa 
?hepower  o?  Congress  absolutely  sure  by  providing  ^^^^^^^j^: 
inffnh7constituUon  that  if  at  any  time  without  the  consent  ci^Oo^ 
SIss  the  State  should  directly  or  indirectly  abrogate  this  Provision  <tf 
Soonstitution,  eo  instanti  it  should  become  again  a  Territory  ;  and 
cS  re^^^^^^^  them  to  accept  that  as  a  condition  by  an  ordinance. 

•Sttt  l^nbmit  to  you,  gentlemen,  that  what  I  have  suggested  fur- 
iitSS  lpea^eabte  and  efficient  safeguard  against  this  whoHy  imagi- 
calammr.  Suppose  you  should  say  in  an  act  admitting  Utah  that 
ft^K  r^ionte  dS/^  Utah  is  to  become  a  Territory  again ; 
and  supporiJtoh  agrees  t»  that  by  an  ordinance.  Do  you  think  that 
UtahTould  over  Aj  in  the  fiMie  of  such  an  agreement?  Do  you  thin.^ 
!i.nt  i.prTponlowdidV^  expenment;  audit  they 

M  ^o  'rthi^k  S  tS?C«SgrS^  of  *he  United  States  would  hud  no 

""^Tho^acceptance  of  admissiOfl  upon  sttdi  o^'^ 
insure  the  power  of  Congress  to intei&ite^lJtBto  ahoold  attempt  toact^ 
n  bad  faith?it  would  of  necessity  end  polygamy fdre^fer if ^itwers^ 
W  already    For  I  beg  you  to  remember  ttotttlrfno«taial;  pcdygiifliy. 
te^ot  suffide^tl^  by  this  constitntkm  th«S  exdtes  the  appre- 

h^nsLns  of  S  gentlemen,  but  their  fear  is  that  you  wiU  have  no  power 
toinS?e  if  they  disregard  the  provision  that  it  shall  not  be  repealed 

siS^^    t?:Ts^:i  submit,  would  effectual'ly  meet 
obT^tiSfSntatrestthese  apprehensions.   Such  a  condition  would 
iBjake  a  wqpeed  iBipos»We. 

.IJHE  BEST  WA>:  TO  SETTLE  THE  POLYGAMY  QUESTION. 

Mr  Chaitman  and 'genflemen  of  the  committee,  very  eminent  men 
have  beenwSling  ^th  this  subject  a  good  many  years;  both  pohtical 
partes  ba™resol?ed  to  ne^titHi  to  it.  It  would  be  presumptuous  in 
fno  tfassert  or  totimate  tlat  th^i»«ffdrts  have  been  misdirected.  Per- 
SS)s  wliat  they  have  done  was  necessj«y  toJeadjup to  a  condition  where 
fbrfini  step  could  be  tak^  whi*h  will-''s^^^^  ,  I  believe 

Ittt  ^  ol  t^  L  Zmission  of  XJ^  m  d  '  If  Utah  had  been  made 

fitite  a  0'  fa^Jo  you  would  not  m  Novethl^ltf^have  had  a  division, 
of  l£e  Peipic  u'to  Mormon  and  anti-Monnon.   There  wonld. have  been 
^e  ff^earPi^sidential  stake  to  be  striven  for,  »«^fiJfllJS*''^'J^'^^iSS 
^tiS  issues,  would  as  «^rely  as  late  have  sWa^^^^^ 
oSSSwei!^*  Tiiat  would  have  been  the  inevitable  result.  '  '  ' 
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The  people  in  all  the  other  States  being  divided  between  the  two  great 

political  parties,  supporting  the  respective  electoral  tickets  asserting  dis- 
tinctive i)oliticaI  principles  that  are  as  broad  and  even  broader  in  their 
reach  than  the  country,  an  electoral  ticket  iti  Utah  divided  as  Mormon 
and  anti-Mormon  would  have  been  simply  impossible.  Utah  would  have 
had  two  electoral  tickets  the  same  as  in  all  the  other  States,  but  as  in 
every  other  State  representing  the  same  national  questions ;  and  her 
people  woukl  have  been  discussing  Harrison  and  Cleveland,  protection 
and  Iree  trade,  with  here  and  there  a  Mormon  and  anti-Mormon  lifting 
np  together  their  voices  in  favor  of  civil-service  reform."  They  would 
have  been  divided  as  Eepublicans  and  Democrats ;  Mormons  and  anti- 
Hormons  would  have  gathered  together  as  Democrats  in  a  Democratic 
cancels  to  devise  ways  and  means  (especially  means)  by  which  to  thwart 
the  schemes  of  the'^Bepnblicans,  and  to  secure  the  blessings  of  "tarifi 
reform:"  and  jost  around  the  comer  other  Mormons  and  anti-Mormons 
wSnld  have  been  consnlting  together  in  sweet  accord,  as  Eepublicans, 
how  to  secure  a  free  ballot  and  an  honest  count,  and  how  to  foster  and 
encourage  American  industries,  especially  saUj  and  political  mission- 
aries of  both  parties  firom  every  part  of  l^e  country  would  have  been 
there  to  enlighten  and  evangelize. 

Every  possible  outside  influence,  from  every  part  of  the  country, 
the  leaders  of  the  two  parties,  the  great  newspapers,  would  have  been 
at  work  to  bring  into  their  respective  political  lines  the  voters  of  Utah. 

That  is  the  way  the  people  of  Utah  would  have  been  divided,  if  Utah 
had  been  made  a"^ State  last  winter,  and  it  will  be  the  result,  and  there 
can  be  no  other  result,  the  first  election  that  occurs  after  Utah  is  ad- 
mitted. I  was  gratified  to  hear  Mr.  Ferry  say  that  already  young  Mor- 
mons vote  as  they  please;  it  was  not  quite  consistent  with  his  claim 
about  domination,  but  that  makes  all  the  more  useful  his  admission. 

That,  in  my  judgment,  is  the  way  to  settle  this  disturbance.  Admit 
Utah  and  her  people  will  become  unified  as  other  communities  are  uni- 
fied, and  divided  politicadly  as  other  commnnities  are  divided  politically. 

I  insist  that  you  can  nm  no  risk  of  evil  results  by  doing  this.  The 
Mormons,  with  the  very  few  exceptions  I  have  mentioned,  are  non  poly- 
gamous just  as  the  Gentiles  are.  They  do  not  need  to  change.  There 
are  no  extra  wives  to  be  discarded,  no  embanassing  social  or  family  re- 
lations to  hinder. 

Admit  Utah,  and  I  feel  as  sure  as  I  am  sure  that  the  sun  wul  come 
and  go  to  morrow  that  this  disturbing  question  will  be  settled  forever. 

Keject  Utah  and  you  are  simply  continuing  a  strife  for  the  continu- 
ance of  which  there  is  now  no  justification  in  existing  conditions. 

But  there  is  another  reason  why  the  admission  of  Utah  as  a  State 
will  dispose  of  this  question  as  you  desire  it  disposed  of.  If  Utah  is 
admitted  as  a  State  it  will  stimulate  immigration.  Her  climate,  her 
scenery,  her  soil,  her  mineral  resources,  her  beautiful  capital  city,  her 
schools,  her  railroad  facilities,  her  geographical  position,  the  fact  that 
she  has  passed  the  period  where  the  hardships  of  pioneer  life  have  to 
be  endured,  would  bring  a  great  influx  of  population.  That  growth 
would  not  be  Mormon  but  anti-Mormon.  It  could  not  be  Mormon  be- 
cause there  is  no  source  from  which  it  could  come ;  and  this  if  nothing 
else  would  settle  the  question  of  polygamy.  Colonel  Terry  tells  you 
that  by  reason  of  immigration  the  Gentiles  now  have  a  majority  in 
Summit  County. 

It  seems  to  me  that  every  consideration  points  to  admission,  as  air  act 
of  wisdom  as  well  as  justice. 
One  other  point  before  I  close.  I  asked  the  governor  what  he  pro- 
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posed  and  be  frankly  said,  "A  commission;"  that  is,  that  the  Presi- 
dent  shall  nominate  and  the  Senate  confirm  a  lot  of  men  to  go  to  Utah 
and  make  laws  for  the  people  of  that  Territory,  as  to  their  local  atlairs, 
the  governor  to  be  the  head,  and  I  suppose  to  exercise  as  now  the  ab- 
solute veto  power. 

And  how  long  do  you  propose  to  have  this  continue  ?  I  ventured  to 
inquire,  and  again  he  promptly  answered, "  Until  the  anti-Mormons  are 
in  the  majority." 

And  how  long  would  that  require  !  I  asked.  He  replied,  «  Probably 
five  or  ten  years ; "  but  that  was  a  guess.  All  this  from  the  governor 
of  that  Territory,  sent  there  by  the  Government  as  the  chief  executive. 
Now  I  have  simply  to  say  that  anything  more  anti-republican  than 
this,  more  out  of  harmony  with  the  long  established  methods  of  this 
Government  as  to  tbe  Territories,  can  not  be  conceived.  These  declara- 
tions of  the  governor  are  made  without  pointing  to  any  act  of  the  peo- 
ple through  their  legislature  inimical  to  good  government.  The  laws 
for  that  Territory  that  have  been  made  for  its  local  affairs  have  been 
just,  wise,  and  humane.    They  are  in  harmony  with  the  Federal  laws. 

I  concede  that  Congress  has' power  to  make  all  needful  rules  and  reg- 
ulations respecting  the  Territories,  and  I  concede  that  Congiess,  speak- 
ing in  general,  is  the  judge  of  what  is  needful.  But  it  is  not  needful 
to  do  this  until  it  appears  that  the  legislature  chosen  by  the  people  have 
failed  to  enact  such  laws  as  are  essential  to  the  protection  of  lite,  liljerty, 
and  property,  and  to  promote  generally  the  interests  and  welfare  of  the 
people.  There  has  been  no  such  failure. 

It  is  a  proposition  that  has  no  support  in  any  misgovernment  by  the 
people  of  themselves,  but  upon  the  fact  only  that  the  minority  believe 
differently  from  the  majority. 

It  is  an  indirect  way  of  making  the  minority  rule  as  to  local  affairs. 
It  is  utterly  out  of  harmony  with  the  principles  of  our  Government. 

This  is  not,  -I  concede,  exactly  germane  to  the  question  before  you^ 
but  it  is  an  incident  that  I  have  thought  it  not  improper  thus  briefly 
to  refer  to,  as  it  was  advocated  here  by  the  governor. 

And  now,  gentlemen,  my  argument,  if  argument  it  be,  is  dene. 

In  the  vigor,  zeal,  and  enthusiasm  of  early  manhood  there  is  a  pleas- 
ure even  in  the  strifes  and  struggles  of  life,  but  advancing  years  give 
us  pause.  We  come  to  understand  after  a  while  that  men  may  hon- 
estly differ,  and  that  seemingly  irreconcilable  differeucfs,  by  the  exer- 
cise of  a  little  Christian  charity,  may  be  reconciled  without  any  com- 
promise of  principle ;  that  it  often  happens  that  men  dilier  because  they 
do  not  understand  each  other ;  that  sometimes  they  are  enemies  when 
there  is  no  reason  why  they  should  not  be  friends.  When  I  look  over 
the  condition  of  affairs  in  Utah  and  see  a  population  of  210,000  people 
of  intelligence,  composed  of  adherents  of  every  Christian  denomina- 
tion, surrounded  by  wealth,  luxury,  and  every  other  incident  of  civil- 
izatmn,  which  by  their  own  energy  and  thrift  they  have  created,  occu- 
pying a  Territory  ijnsurpassed  in  beauty,  salubrity  ot  climate,  and 
resources,  it  is  to  me  amazing  that  they  do  not  come  together  with  a 
request  to  Congress  to  give  to  them  what  of  right  belongs  to  them,  the 
dignity  of  a  State,  a  voice  in  national  afiGairs,  and  the  control  of  such  as 
are  local  to  themselves.  But  it  is  not  so,  and  that  it  is  not  so  is  no  fault 
of  the  proponents  of  tMB  constitution. 

I  beg  you  to  remember  that  these  proponents  constitute  three-fourths 
of  the  people  of  that  Territory.  I  beg  you  to  remember  that  they  in- 
vited the  other  one-fourth  to  unite  with  them  in  making  it.  I  beg  you 
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to  remember  that  it  is  this  one-fourth  that  is  standing  here  in  resist- 
ance.   I  heg  yon  to  not  forget  tliat  tbey  offer  no  word  of  criticism  upon  ■ 
any  })rovisi(>n  in  tliat  constitution;  tluit  by  their  silence  tbey  admit 
what  I  have  claiined  for  it,  that  it  is  the  equal  of  any  that  has  ever 
been  framed  tor  any  State. 

I  bejr  yon  to  remember  that  the  framersof  that  constitution  are  men, 
and  are  rej^resentative  men,  who  have  never  offended  against  public  sen- 
timent by  any  i)olygamous  aet,  and  that  all  that  can  be  nr^ed  against 
them  is  a  belief  thni  a  man  may,  witliont  sin.  enter  into  poiygan^y  where 
the  hues  of  the  State  <io  not  forbid  }  and  a  bare  suspiciou  that  they  are 
not  acting  iu  good  faith, 

I  beg  yon  not  to  forget  that  they  tender  to  you  and  to  the  country 
an  irrepealable  law,  requiriug  the.  enactment  of  no  statute  to  give  it 
active  life  by  which  polygamy  is  prohibited  lore ver;  and  with  these 
suggestions  I  leave  the  fate  of  this  application  in  your  keeping. 

As  the  shadows  lengthen  we  all  become  more  and  more  impressed 
that  the  part  we  play  ip  the  great  drama  of  human  affairs  is  but  a  con- 
tribution aiding  or  retarding  the  progress  of  mankind;  and  that  after 
all  the  richest  legacy  we  can  leave  behind  is  a  record  of  duty,  as  we 
are  permitted  to  see  it,  faithfully  and  fearlessly  performed. 

In  the  very  near  past  I  have  witnessed  death 

"With  liis  si'jkle  keen 
Gather  the  hearded  grain  at  a  breath, 
And  the  flowers  that  grow  between.*' 

Thos  additionally  admonished,  I  have  tried  to  perform  my  dnty  as 
an  advocate  in  this  matter,  prompted,  restrained,  and  gnided,  I  trust, 
iu  what  I  have  said  by  the  dictates  of  conscientious  conviction. 

And  yon,  having  in  your  keeping  the  honor  and  the  future  of  the 

nation,  and  the  welfare  of  the  people  of  Utah,  conscious  that  the  act 
you  do  or  oniit  will  stand  of  record  to  be  judged  to  its  wisdom,  need 
no  admonition  from  nie 

I  can  only  hope  that  what  lias  been  said  in  this  discussion  will  aid 
you  iu  reaching  a  just  conclusion,  and  I  shall  never  cease  to  regret  it 
if  I  have  said  anything  inconsistent  with  truth  ami  fair  argument  or 
unworthy  the  subject  and  this  presence. 

I  thank  you  for  your  patient  hearing  and  the  kind  courtesy  extended 
tome. 
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